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CURRENT TOPICS. 


THE FOLLOWING are the names and dates of call to the bar of 
the new Queen’s Counsel: Mr. Reainatp Brown, 1870, South- 
Eastern Circuit; Mr. Huco Joszrpa Youne, 1872, Midland 
Circuit (Birmingham) ; Mr. Joun Scorr Fox, 1877, North- 
Eastern Circuit ; Ernest Pace, 1878, Parliamentary Bar 
and Northern Circuit ; Mr. Tuomas Rarries Hvucues, 1880, 
Northern Circuit (Liverpool) ; ; Mr. Henry Cnartus Riomarps, 
M.P., 1881, South-Eastern Circuit; Mr. Epwarp Manrswa.t- 
Hatt, 1883, South-Eastern Circuit ; Mr. Rurvs Dantgt Isaacs, 
1887, Northern Circuit ; and Mr. Epwarp Bortz, 1887, South- 
Eastern Circuit. 





WE ALLUDED some time ago to an attempt made by the 
Somerset House authorities to claim ad valorem conveyance duty 
on an order for foreclosure absolute. That attempt, we believe, 
has not been repeated in similar cases, but the Vinsaee Bill of 
the present year provides that, ‘‘ For the removal of doubts with 
reference to the effect of sections fifty-four and fifty-seven of the 
Stamp Act, 1891, it is hereby d that the definition of 
‘conveyance on sale’ in the said section fifty-four includes a 
decree or order for, or having the effect of an order for, fore- 
closure. Provided that (a) the ad valorem stamp duty upon any 
such decree or order shall not exceed the duty on a sum equal 
to the value of the property to which the decree or order relates, 
and where the decree or order states that value that statement 
shall be conclusive for the purpose of determining the amount 
of the duty; and (4) where ad valorem stamp duty is paid upon 
such decree or order, any conveyance following upon decree 
or order shall be exempt from the ad valorem stamp duty.” The 
office, we suppose, will get their pound of flesh, but what we 
mainly object to in this Brivis is its retrospective character. 
It appears to impose the duty on all foreclosure orders made since 
the 21st of July, 1891. Earlier orders appear to be excluded 
by section 1 of the Stamp Act, 1891, which provides that ‘‘ from 
and after the commencement of this / aot” the stamp duties to 
be , &c., shall be the duties in the schedule, which shall 
be in substitution for the duties theretofore chargeable. How 
are the duties on foreclosure orders ~ the 21st of ge el 1891, 


to be dealt with? Isa oe eee a 
them, or is a time to be So ate 
35 


stamped without a penalty ? 
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A curtovs point arises on the Order in Council relating to 
the compulsory provisions of the Land Transfer Act, 1897, a 
draft of which has been issued pursuant to section 20 of the 
Act. By sub-section 7 of that section tho firat order is not 
to affect more than one county, and by sub-section 11 of 
the same section the word ‘‘county” is to have the same 
meaning as in the Local Government Act, 1888, except that it is 
to include a county borough. Now, there is no positive defini- 
tion of the word ‘‘county”’ in the Local Government Act, 1888, 
but that Act does say, under the heading of definitions (see 
section 100), thatthe word, unless inconsistent with the context, | 
shall not include c unty of a city or county of a town. Oa the | 
other hand, the expression ‘‘ administrative county ”’ is separately | 
defined to mean the area for which a county council is to be | 
elected (see section 100). The ‘‘administrative county of | 
London” includes the City of London (section 40 (1)). The} 
“‘ county of London,’’ which consists of what was formerly part | 
of Middlesex, Surrey, and Kent, does not include the City of | 
London (section 40 (2)). The ‘county boroughs” are the | 
boroughs mentioned in the third schedule to the Act, and do not 
include the City of London, which is a county of a city. Hence 
it seems to us somewhat doubtful whether registration of tit'e 
can be made compulsory in the City at all; and also, assuming | 
that it can be so made, whether the draft order is not w/tra vires | 
because it applies to two “ counties””—namely, “the county of | 
London,” and “the county of the city.” It should, however, | 
be noticed that the term ‘‘county”’ is in the Local Governmant 
Act, 1888, frequently used for ‘‘administrative county” (see, for | 
instance, sections 2 and 3), but only where it is clear from the | 
context that ‘‘administrative county” is intended. The Land 
Transfer Act, 1£97, gives certain powers to the county councils, 





acd it ison this account, no doubt, that the authorities have | 
read ‘‘county”’ as meaning “ administrative county,” so as t>| 


enable them to make the order apply in effect to ‘‘ the adminis- 
trative county of Lordon’’: see the schedule to the order. 


Tue House of Commons have, as might have been expected, 
refused to refer the Criminal Evidence Bill to a select 
committee. The machinery of a select committee is suitable 
where the principle of a Lill is doubtful or where the Bill 
is loaded with cetails. But whatever doubts may have been 
recently evinced as to the expediency of allowing accused 
persons tc give evidence, the majority by which the second 
readivg of the Bill was carried shews that for Purliamentary 
purposes no doubt exists, and from details the Bill is exzep- 
tionally free. It is unlikely, indeed, that an inquiry before a 
select committee would have done more than elicit a repetition 
of forecasts as to the possible effect of the Bill, of which plenty 
have been put forward recently. The neatest poiat which has 
been made is the case quoted by Mr. Srey, where a man who 
was arrested on a charge of being out at night with a’gang of 
poachers, and was put on his trial, alleged by way of defence 
that he had been at home all night. He was not able to 
give evidence on his own behalf and his wife could not give 
evidence for him. He was acquitted, but under the Bill the 
result might have been very different. Asa matter of fact he 
was not at home on the night in question. He was out 
poaching, but with another gang. But good though the story 
is, we fear that defences of this kind will have to take their 
chance under the new system as they do under the present. 
The only serious question which has been raised so far in 
committee of the whole House is whether the Bill should apply 
to all offences or only to such as are tried before judges of the 
High Court. Practically, however, it would be impossible to 
introduce into the law of evidence such an anomaly as to make 
the competency of the accused person as a witness depend upon 
the tribunal before which he is being tried. And although in 
the High Court there may be a better guarantee that the cross- 
examivation of the prisoner shall be conducted with absolute 
fairness, yet there is no reason to doubt the trustworthiness of 
magistrates in this respect; while, if the change is in the 
interest of justice, it should not be excluded from the numerous 
cases which come before courts of summary jurisdiction. The 
restriction, accordingly, was rejected by the House, and the 





Bill, if it becomes law, will operate in all criminal matters. 


In THE case of Life Interest, §c., Corporation v. Hand-in-Hand, 
&e , Society (ante, p. 592), Mr. Justice Srrrtinc gave a decision 
which may be technically correct, but which is likely to prove 
inconvenient, not merely as to the point decided, but also as to 
the application of the principle laid down to a wide range 
of matters. The learned judge held that on a sale by a 
mortgagee under the implied power of sale given by the Con. 
veyancing Act, 1881, section 21 (2) of that Act gives protection 
only to the purchaser who has obtained a conveyance, and leaves 
a purchaser, as batween himself and the vendor, free to raise any 
objection which cau properly be made as between them ; what is 
protected is the title of the purchaser, not that of the vendor, 
Hence he held that the vendor under such a sale “‘ is bound to 
shew that the power of sale is exercisable.”” What proof, it may 
be asked, can be given by the mortgagee of some interest 
under the mortgage being “in arrear and unpaid for two 
months after becoming due,” except a statutory declaration 
by himself, which will be objected to as being made by 
an interested party? And why should a purchaser under such 
a sale (except a purchaser who wants to get out of his con- 
tract) desire to fix himself with notice of an irregularity in 
the sale, when, if he has no notice and makes no inquiry, he 
will be absolutely protected, after conveyance, by section 21 (2) 
against any irregularity? We imagine that, in the case of a 
willing purchaser, the decision will not alter the practice which 
has hitherto prevailed ; but in framing conditions of sale, or an 
agreement for sale, by a mortgagee who is selling under the 
statutory power of sale, the contingency of an unwilling pur- 
chaser will henceforth have to be provided for, and requisitions 
as to whether the power of sale is exercisable will have to be 


barred. Consider, however, the extent to which the priaciple 


of the decision is likely to extend. The provision of 52 Vict. ¢,. 
7, 8. 12, as to succession duty which became due more than 
twelve years ago, like section 21 (2) of the Conveyancing Act, 
1881, is only in favour of a purchaser; hence, according to the 
recent decision, it will not be available to protect a vendor, and 
certificates for duty extending over the whole of an abstract may 
be required to be produced. Again, the provisions of section 
45 (3) of the Settled Land Act, 1882, as to protection against 
inquiry as to the giving of notice to the trustees and their 
solicitor are similarly restricted. Is a purchaser from a tenant 
for life now to require proof of the giving or waiver of such 
notice? No doubt there are other statutory provisions of a 
similar nature. We cannot help regretting (if we may venture 
to say so) that a rather broader and more practical way of 
looking at the matter was not adopted in the recent case. 





From THE accounts which have been published of the pro 
ceedings of the Money-lending Committee in connection with the 
draft report submitted by the chairman, Mr. T. W. RvasgExt, it is 
probable that the report as ultimately settled will be a 
sufficiently drastic document. The first recommendation is to 
be that all transactions, whatever be their form, which are ia 
substance money-lending transactions shall be open to complete 
judicial review. The court before which a transaction is brought, 
whether at the suit of the lender for enforcement or at the suit 
of the borrower for relief, should have power to inquire into the 
who'e circumstances, to re-open accounts, to direct an accoust 
to be taken upon the basis of allowing such a rate of interest 
as should appear to be reasonable, and generally to make such 
order as the court might think fit. In carrying out these 
principles to their logical conclusion it is necessary to deal with 
the case of bills given by the borrower which have been put ia 
circulation by the lender. In the hands ofa holder in due 
course such bills will have to be paid in full at maturity what- 
ever modification in the transaction may be made by the court 
as between the original parties to it. Hence, if more is paid 
by the borrower than would, had the bills remained in the 
hands of the lender, have been under the order of the court due 
to him, he will have, according to the committee, to repxy the 
excess to the borrower. This necessarily follows upon 
modification of the bargain, though the inclusion of such & 
provision ia the report shews the thoroughness with which the 
committee is working out its scheme for the relief of borrowers. 
It is also suggested that the borrower ehould at any time 
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allowed to apply to the court for liberty to redeem the security 
upon payment of the principal sum advanced and such interest 
as the court shail consider reasonable ; that this power should 
be exercisable by either a judge of the High Oourt or a county 
court judge, from whose decision there should be no appeal 
except by leave of the court; and that, whenever it shall 
appear to the court desirable, the court shail have power to hear 
any money-lending case in private. The report is likely to 
contain also suggestions rendering more formal the practice 
under bills of sale and providing for the registration of money- 
Jenders and other matters, but upon these points its terms are 
still under consideration. There is, of course, no chance of 
any action being taken on the report this session, and before 
next year there will have been time for it to receive ample 
consideration ; but it is possible that in dealing with the abuses 
of money-lending the committee will have been found to have 
gone too far. In particular, we deprecate the idea of hearing 
monsy-lending cases in private. If contracts are to be set aside, 
this should cnly be done under the guarantee of a public 


inquiry. 





Tue case of Baylis v. Jiggens, decided this week by CuAnneELL, 

J., calls attention afresh to the care necessary to be used in 

framing a lessee’s covenant to pay rates and taxes, if it be 

intended that it shall cover any sums for paving or sewering 

expenses and the like which may be charged upon the premises 

or upon the landlord by the local authority under the Public 

Health and the Metropolis Management Acts. The covenant 
in this case was to pay ‘‘all rates, taxes, and assessments what- 

soever which now are, or during the term shall be, imposed or 
assessed upon the premises or the landlord or tenant in respect 
thereof by authority of Parliament or otherwise.” The dispute 
was as to the liability of the tenant to repay certain paving 
expenses charged on the premises and on the landlord, and 
recovered summarily from him under section 150 of the Pablic 
Health Act, 1875. The sum so charged was clearly not a rate 
or a tax: the question whether it was an “assessment” was 
more difficult, but Cuannett, J., held that it was not, and 
that therefore it was not covered by the covenant. In so 
deciding the learned judge relied on Wilkinson v. Collyer 
(18 Q. B. D. 1), in which Manisty and Wu4ams, JJ., 
held that the words ‘‘assessments payable in respect of 
the premises” in a similar covenant did not include a sum 
apportioned on the premises for paving expenses under the 
Metropolis Management Acts. These two cases seem to be 
indistinguishable, and a further authority on the import of 
the word “ assessment ” is Hartley v. Hudson (4 C. P. D. 367), 
in which Liypiey, J., said that paving expenses could 
hardly be said to be a rate, tax, or assessment, but held that 
they were a ‘‘charge,” which word occurred in the covenant 
there in question. It is clear, therefore, that a covenant to pay 
“rates, taxes, and assessments ” will not bind the tenant to pay 
paving or sewering expenses. As to what words are sufficient, 
there are several authorities. In Brett v. Rogers (1897, 1 Q. B. 
525) the additional words (“‘ rates and taxes ’’ being of uxiversal 
occurrence) were ‘duties, assessments, and impositions,” and 
these were held to cover the cost of laying a new drain which 
had been required under the Public Health (London) Act, 1891 ; 
the court laying stress on the word ‘‘duties.” The same word 
was relied on in the well-known cases of Thompson v. Lapworth 
(L. R. 3 OC. P. 149) and Budd vy. Marshall (5 C. P. D. 481), in 
which cases the landlord was held entitled to recover the sums 
am for either paving or sewering expenses. In Aldridge v. 
trne (17 Q. B. D. 212) the tenant was held liable to pay paviog 

expenses under his covenant to pay ‘‘ outgoings.” The prudent 
draftsman will therefore use the word ‘‘duties” or “ out- 
goings,” or both, in preparing a form of lease on behalf 
of the landlord; and if it is intended to exclude any liability 
on the part of the tenant to pay these charges under the Public 
Health Acts, clear words of exception ought to be used, for, as 
has been seen, the cases (a few only of which have been cited 
above) run somewhat fine as to the meaning of individual 
words. Another point to be remembered in the landlord’s 
interest is that the covenant should not be made to relate only 
to duties or outgoings ‘‘ charged or imposed on the premiees.” 


depend on the language of the statute authorizing the charge. 
For instance, the Metropolis Management Act, 1862, s. 96, does 
not impose or charge paving expenses on the premises, but on 
the owner, and a covenant in the form alluded to would not be 
effectual: Allum v. Dickinson (9 Q. B. D. 632). The safest 
words are “upon the premises or the owner or occupier in 
respect thereof,” although the mere use of the words ‘‘ on or in 
respect of” the premises is no doubt sufficient (see Brett v. 
Rogers, supra). 





ProbaBLy no more despicable human being exists than the 
man who, doing no sort of work himself, lives on the wages of 
prostitution earned by some wretched woman. No doubt in 
London, and in other large towns, many men live in this 
disgraceful way. In most cases they seem to act as tyrants 
toward their victims, and very often to treat them with the 
utmost cruelty. In other cases the man acts as ‘‘ bully,” he 
and the woman working together either to rob the woman’s 
visitors or to intimidate them into payiog more than otherwise 
they would do. This is by no means so dangerous a game as it 
appears at first sight, as few men robbed under such circum- 
stances are willing to face the disagreeable exposure which 
would follow upoa any appeal to the police. Up to the present 
time mer of this sort have been able to lead their lives without 
coming within the criminal law, as long as they escaped a 
charge of larceny or robbery. A Bill has, however, passel a 
second reading in the Commons which is calculated to put 
difficulties in the way of those following this career. This 
is to be known as the Vagrancy Act, 1898, and provides 
that every male person who ‘knowingly lives wholly or 
in part on the esrnings of prostitution” may be dealt 
with as a rogue and vagabond within the meaning of the 
Vagrancy Act, 1824. It further provides that where a man is 
shewn to live with a prostitute and to have no visible means of 
subsistence, he shall be presumed to be living on the earnings 
of prostitution unless he can satisfy the court to the contrary. 
Power is also proposed to be given of issuing warrants to search 
houses in which such men are said to reside and to arrest the 
men. These provisions ought to be effectual if the police are 
active ; especially as, under the Act of 1824, on a second con- 
viction the guilty person may be treated as an incorrigible rogue 
and may be sent to prison for twelve months with hard labour. 
It does not seem likely that the proposed alteration in the law 
will excite any opposition, and most people will probably agree 
that the sooner it is made the better. The Bill also proposes 
that any man who “in any public place persistently solicits or 
importunes for immoral purposes” shall be deemed a rogue and 
vagabond. This may, of course, be used against the same 
class of men we have been discussing, but it apparently also 
gives facilities for striking a blow at a very different class of 
mau. 





Tue Court of me have affirmed the decision of Brave, J., 
in Anderson v. Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincolnshire Railway Co, 
(ante, p. 396), that where a railway company had acquired a 
reversion upon a lease, a breach by the company of the lessor’s 
covenant for quiet enjoyment could not be used as a set-off toa 
claim by thecompany for rent. The question of liability under 
covenants where land is taken by a railway company or other 
public body has been, as we recently pointed out (an/s, p. 425), 
the subject of considerable litigation. Very properly it has been 
held that a lessor who covenants for himself and his assigns can- 
not be held responsible for the acts of assigns who are a railway 
company purchasing under compulsory powers: Baily v. De 
Crespigny (L. R. 4 Q. B. 180). The lessor has no control over 
such assigns and he cannot be supposed to have undertaken 
responsibility for them when he entered into the covenant. 
Neither is the railway company or other public body liable 
directly on the covenant when in pursuance of its statutory 
powers it does acts upon the land which are in violation of the 
covenant. The proper remedy for the lessee is, not to proceed 
upon the covenant, but to make a claim under section 68 
of the Lands Clauses Act, 1845, on the ground that his premises 
have been injuriously affected, and this he can do whether the 





those words only be used, the effectiveness of the covenant will 





lands have been taken compulsorily or by agreement : Kirby v. 
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School Board for Harrogate (1896, 1 Ch. 437). In Anderson v. Man- 
chester, Sheffield, and Lincolnshire Railway Co. the company had 
acquired by agreement the reversion in certain premises which 
were adjacent to land upon which their operations were being 
carried on, and it was alleged that these operations constituted 
a breach of the covenant for quiet enjoyment. According to the 
judgment of Byrryz, J., however, the railway company, upon 
acquiring the reversion, came under no liability to perform the 
covenant so far as such performance would interfere with their 
statutory rights and obligations. For the purpose cf the action 
the result was the same as though the covenant had been put 
an end to, but in the Court of Appeal it has been pointed out 
that the covenant still exists andis binding on the company. In 
the particular case of a violation of the covenant by acts done in 
pursuance of statutory powers, the remedy under the covenant 
is changed to aclaim under section 68; but in other cases the 
remedy on the covenant remains unaffected. 





In cases where an execution would most probably fail to 
satisfy a High Court judgment debt, a creditor is at liberty to 
proceed in the county court, by way of judgment summons, under 
section 5 of the Debtors Act, 1869 (32 & 33 Vict. c.62). Before 
adopting this course, however, he should first ascertain whether 
the execution, if issued, will really prove unproductive. For, 
after the county court judge has once made the usual order on 
the judgment summons, directing payment of the judgment 
debt by instalments, no writ of fi. fa. will be issued from the 
High Court so long as such order remains undischarged. This, 
in substance, is what was held by the Court of Appeal (Curry 
and Coins, L.JJ.) in the recent case of Montgomery & Co. v. 
De Bulmes (ante, p. 590), affirming the order of Dar.iye, J., 
made in chambers. The decision in question will prevent a 
judgment debtor from being needlessly harassed by his 
creditor. It, moreover, accords with the judgment of the Court 
of Exchequer in Jones v. Jenner (4 W. R. 651, 25 L. J. Ex. 319), 
though it certainly conflicts with the dictum of Cavz, J.,in Re 
dees, Ex parte Addington (34 W. R. 593, 16 Q. B. D. 665), 
which, however, must now be regarded as overruled. 





THE WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION ACT, 1897. 


Tue two leading features in the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 
which came into operation on the Ist inst., are the entirely new 
liability imposed on employers in cases to which the Act applies, 
and the preservation at the same time of all existing liabilities. 
Existing liabilities depend on proof of negligence on the part of 
the employer or of some person for whom he is responsible ; the 
new liability is imposed irrespective of negligence, and forms an 
insurance for the workman of the benefit of which he can only 
be deprived if the injury is attributable to his own “ serious and 
wilful misconduct.” 

Existing liabilities are preserved by section 1 (2) (4), which 
provides that where the injury is caused by the personal negli- 
gence or wilful act of the employer, or of some person for whose 
act or default the employer is responsible, nothing in the Act 
shall affect any civil liability of the employer, but the workman 
may at his option claim compensation under the Act or may 
take the same proceedings as were open to him before the com- 
mencement of the Act. At the same time it is provided that the 
employer shall be under only one liability. If the workman 
recovers independently of the Act, he cannot recover compensa- 
tion also under the Act. In any case of injury it will be neces- 
sary, therefore, in the first place, to ascertain whether there is 
a right to recover damages apart from the Act, and, if so, 
whether the procedure independently of the Act or under the 
Act is more advantageous. 

_ Independently of the Act of 1897 the workman can proceed 
either at common law or under the Employers’ Liability Act, 
1880. Ifhe proceeds at common law he is under no special 
restrictions as to procedure, and no limit is placed upon the 
damages which he can recover, but in practice this remedy is 
usually barred by the necessity of proving personal negligence 


on the part of the employer. The doctrine of common employ- | 
ment saves the employer from the consequences of negligence 








on the part, not only of other workmen in the same rank as the 
plaintiff, but on the part also of workmen in a position of 
superintendencs. The master, if he does not personally super- 
intend the work himself, is bound, indeed, to select proper and 
competent persons to do so, but he is not answerable to his 
workmen for the negligence of the persons so selected (see per 
Lord Carrys in Wilsowv. Merry, L. R.1 H. L. 8c, p. 332), Under 
the Act of 1880 the liability of the employer is extended so ag 
to include liability for the negligence of a person in superin- 
tendence, whether such person is entrusted with actual super 
intendence of the work or with the duty of seeing that the 
machinery and plant is ia proper condition; but the amount of 
compensation is limited to three years’ earnings of a person ing 
the same position as the plaintiff, and an action under the Act 
is not maintainable unless notice of the injury is given within 
six weeks, and the action is commenced within six months, from 
the occurrence of the accident, or in case of death within twelve 
months from the time of death. Under the Act of 1897 the 
amount of compensation is also limited, and in case of injury 
not causing death, is restricted to a comparatively small amount, 
Moreover, it is not placed entirely at the disposal of the person 
to whom it is payable. On the other hand, the right of the 
workman to recover some compensation is practically absolute, 
and he is not subject to the risks which attend litigation to 
enforce either the common law liability or the liability under 
the Act of 1880. 

Assuming, however, that an action is brought independently 
of the Act of 1897, and that the liability of the employer is not 
established, the costs of the proceedings are not necessarily 
thrown away. If it is determined that the case is one in which 
the employer would be liable to pay compensation under the 
Act of 1897, the court in which the action is tried must, if the 
plaintiff so chooses, proceed to assess the compensation, and 
may deduct therefrom the costs which have been caused by the 
plaintiff bringing the action instead of proceeding under the 
Act (section 1(4)). Hence in a case where it is desired to 
proceed independently of the Act, but the employer’s liability 
is doubtful, all that the plaintiff risks is the excess of the costs 
of the action over those which would be incurred in an 
arbitration under the Act. 

Turning to the new liability under the Act of 1897, and the 
procedure by which itis to be enforced, it has already been 
observed that the guiding principle is the insurance of the 
workman against accidents irrespective of any question of 
negligence upon the part of the employer, provided only the 
workmap has not disqualified himself by his own serious and 
wilful misconduct. This is the result of section 1 (1), which 
provides that if, in any employment to which that Act applies, 
personal injury by accident arising out of and in the 
course of the employment is caused to a workman, the 
employer shall be liable to pay compensation in accordance 
with the first schedule to the Act. The employments to 
which the Act applies are employments on, in, or about a rail- 
way, factory, mine, quarry, or engineering work, or any building 
exceeding thirty feet in height wherein operations of the nature 
specified in section 7 (1) are being carried on. In such employ- 
ments, accordingly, the right to compensation will usually be 
clear. By section 2 (1) it is provided that proceedings are not 
to be maintainable unless notice of the accident has been given 
as soon as practicable after the happening thereof and before 
the workman has voluntarily left his em - Heer and unless 
the claim for compensation has been made within six months 
from the occurrence of the accident, or, in case of death, within 
six months from the’ time of death. Had the enactment stopped 
here it would doubtless have had the effect of excluding many 
cases from compensation under the Act, but it is followed by 
the proviso that the want of or any defect in the notice is not 
to be a bar to the maintenance of proceedings if the employer is 
not thereby prejudiced in his defence, or if the want or defect 
was occasioned by mistake or other reasonable cause. The 
notice is to give the name and address of the person injured, and 
is to state in ordinary language the cause of the injury and the 
date at which it was sustained, and is to be served upon the 
employer, or, where there are several employers, upon one of 
them. It would seem thatthe employer can only be prejudi 
in his defence by failure to send the notice where he loses the 
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opportunity of producing evidence, as where a witness has died ; 
so that ordinarily the want of the notice will be no bar to pro- 
ceedings. 

Sections 4, 5, and 6, contain important provisions in favour of 
workmen. Section 4 applies to cases of sub-contracting, and 
gives the workmen employed in the carrying out the sub- 
contract a claim for compensation under the Act against the 
head-contractor or original employer; but if the sub-contractor 
would have been liable independently of the section, the head- 
contractor or original employer is entitled to be indemnified by 
him. In deciding whether this right of indemnity arises, it will 
be necessary to determine whether the employment under the 
sub-contractor is an employment to which the Act relates, 
though in general the work under the sub-contract will fall 
within the same category as the work undertaken by the head- 
contractor. Section 5 will be of great value to claimants in 
ease of the insolvency of the employer. If the employer is 
entitled to insurance moneys in respect of the compensation 
payable by him, the workman is to have a first charge on the 
insurance moneys for the compensation, and the judge of the 
county court may direct the insurers to pay the amount of the 
compensation into the Post Office Savings Bank in the name of 
the registrar. Section 6 provides for the case where the work- 
man has a claim in respect of the injury against some person 
other than the employer. He may then at his option proceed 
either at law against such other person to recover damages, or 
against the employer for compensation under the Act, but not 
against both, and if compensation is paid under the Act the 
employer is entitled to be indemnified by the other person. 

The amount of compensation which can be recovered under the 
Act is regulated by the first schedule. In case of death, the amount 
depends on whether or no the workman leaves dependants 
wholly or partly dependent on him. If he leaves dependants— 
that is, a wife, husband, parent, or child (including under these 
latter words grandparents and grandchildren)— wholly dependent 
on him, the amount is a sum equal to three years’ earnings, but 
in any case not less than £150 or more than £300; if the 
dependants are in part dependent on him, such sum, not 
exceeding that just mentioned, as may be agreed upon or be 
determined on arbitration to be reasonable and proportionate to 
the injury to the dependants. If he leaves no dependants, the 
sum payable is the reasonable expenses of his medical attend- 
ance and burial, not exceeding £10. For total or partial 
incapacity for work the compensation will take the form of a 
weekly payment not exceeding one-half the average weekly 
earnings of the workman during the previous twelve months, to 
commence after the second week from the accident. The sum 
allotted as compensation to a dependant may be invested or 
otherwise applied for the benefit of the person entitled, as 
ordered by the arbitrator. Weekly payments are to be liable 
to review, and where they have been continued for six months 
may, on the application of the employer, be redeemed by 
payment of a lump sum, and such lump sum may, by order of 
the arbitrator, be invested or otherwise applied, as in the case 
of sums payable on death. 

The procedure for recovering compensation under the Act is 
prescribed by Schedule II. as supplemented by the rules just 
issued, to which we called attention last week. The tribunals 
are either voluntary or compulsory. Voluntary tribunals are 
either (1) a committee representative of the employer and his 
workmen ; or (2) an arbitrator agreed upon by the parties. 
Compulsory tribunals are (1) the county court judge; or (2) if 
in England the Lord Chancellor so authorizes, an arbitrator 
appointed by the county court judge. It is to be noticed that 

e Arbitration Act, 1889, is expressly excluded from applying 
to arbitrations under this Act, so that committees and voluntary 
arbitrators will not have the power of compelling the attend- 
ance of witnesses, though by 14 & 15 Vict. c. 99, 8, 16, they 
can examine on oath witnesses brought before them. Oompul- 
sory arbitrations are to be conducted according to rules of court, 
and the rules which have been issued provide in detail 


for procedure before a county court judge or an arbitrator | gag 


appointed by the judge. The regulations with respect to the 
authority of the Lord Chancellor for appointment of an arbitra- 
tor are contained in rule 27. With to any court a 


after the judge may either settle any matter himself, or, with 
the approval of the Lord Chancellor, appoint an arbitrator for 
the particular matter. Where no general order is made the 
county court judge may apply to the Chancellor to author- 
ize the appointment of an arbitrator in any particular matter, if 
from the state of business in the court, or for any other reason, 
he is unable to settle such matter within a reasonable time ; and 
the Lord Chancellor, if he assents, must also approve the 
appointment made by the judge. In » genera the procedure 
before an arbitrator cnpeteee by the judge will be the same as 
before the judge himself; but an arbitrator (whether agreed on 
by the parties or appointed by the judge) may submit any 
question of law to be decided by the judge in the form of a 
special case (rule 30), The question .of immediate practical 
importance in relation to the Act is the rate at which insurance 
against the liability under it can be obtained, but before many 
months have passed there is likely to have been abundant 
opportunity for testing its provisions and the procedure estab- 
lished by the rules. 





THE LAND TRANSFER RULES, 
VIt. 


Part ILI, (continued).— Transfers.— Mines and minerals.—A regis- 
tered proprietor has power to transfer his land “or any part 
thereof” (Act of 1875, section 29). This, however, does not 
confer power to sever by transfer in prescribed form minerals 
which have been previously registered with the land: Re Yates 
(31 Ch. D. 112), Buckley v. Howell (28 Beav. 546); but now 
forms are provided for carrying out this transaction (First 
Schedule to the Rules, Forms 22 to 27). 

Corporations.—A transfer of land to a company or other cor- 
poration is to refer to the licence in mortmain or statute enabling 
the corporation to acquire or hold land (rule 94) ; such a transfer 
is not to be registered until the registrar is satisfied that it is in 
accordance with the law relating to mortmain. Notice of a 
right of pre-emption or reverter or of a restriction on alienation 
by the transferee is to be entered (rule 96). We conceive that 
corporations, and especially railway companies, will usually 
prefer to have nominees registered to complying with this rule, 
though this will not exempt them from the law of mortmain 
(Mortmain and Charitable Uses Act, 1888, s, 1). 

Vesting declarations.—It may be doubted whether registered 
land can be affected by a vesting declaration at all. A vesting 
declaration is inoperative in the case of property which is only 
transferable in manner directed by Act of Parliament (Trustee 
Act, 1893, s. 12, sub section 3). Registered land would clearly 
seem to come within this description. Rule 97, however, pro- 
vides for the correction of the register if a transfer cannot be 
obtained, and the rule expressly refers to a vesting declaration. 
Possibly the rule may have the effect of extending the opera- 
tion of a vesting declaration. 

Exchange and partition —Provision is made as to exchange 
and partition of registered land and forms are given (rules 99 
to 101). 

Charges.—There is nothing in the Acts or Rules to confer a 
statutory title ona chargee ing to the estate conferred 
by a transfer for value of registered land (see Act of 1875, s. 
30). A registered transferee of a seems to get a good 
title either to his charge or to indemnity (see the Act of 1875, 
s. 40, as amended by the Act of 1897, First Schedule), but the 
original chargee, though he takes without notice of any un- 
registered equities (see Act of 1875, s, 83, sub-section (1), as 
amended by the Act of 1897, First Schedule), is not put into 
the position of a legal mortgagee who has no notice of an 
equity. Thus if a proprietor is registered with an absolute title, 
and after registration a /is pendens is registered in the Central 
Office against him, then it is not clear that a registered chargee 

would take free from the rights by the lis pendens 

There is nothing in the rules to get over this doubt, and mort- 
ees will be wise therefore to insist on ordinary mortgages 
off the register accompanied by a transfer of the land into their 
names, leaving the mortgagor to pane himself by a caution. 
The transfer in such a case would be registered without payment 





general order may be made by the Lord Chancellor, and there- {of any further stamp duty (rule 155). 
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It may be doubted whether trustees can safely invest on the 
security of a registered charge in the absence of any provisions 
in the Acts or Rules to enable them to do so, as it is their duty 
to obtain the legal estate. Moreover, a trustee registered as 
proprietor of a registered charge can create a lien thereon by 
deposit of the certificate of charge, which would be good as 
against his beneficiaries (Act of 1897, s. 8, last paragraph). 
The investment of trust money on a registered charge would, 
therefore, almost amount to investment on a security to bearer. 

Therules provide forms of charge and special stipulations 
which may be inserted therein, also form of charge by way of 
annuity (First Schedule, Forms 35, 36). The latter does not 
seem applicable to a jointure rent-charge where the wife is to 
be restrained from anticipation (see the Act of 1897, s. 9 (4)). 
The printed forms of charge issued by the registry are to con- 
tain a power of sale which is to be struck out if not required 
(rule 103), A form of charge is also provided to cover further 
advances (First Schedule, Form 37). The difficulty as to 
further advances has, however, we submit, not been sufficiently 
appreciated. The clause of the Bill (subsequently the Act of 
1897) which altered the law as respects a charge for securing 
further advances was very properly struck out in Committee, as 
it went far beyond the necessities of the case. The clause in 
effect provided that the proprietor of a charge registered for 
securing further advances, should, subject to any entry 
to the contrary on the register, be entitled to make those 
further advances, ‘‘ notwithstanding notice of any sub- 
sequent charge.” All that is required is that the chargee 
should be able to make such advances until he has 
actual notice of a subsequent charge, and that mere registration 
of a subsequent charge, or evtry of a caution or notice, should 
Lot be deemed to be notice (see Law Quarterly Review, 1887, p. 
277). It1s to be hoped that a proper provision will find a place 
in any amending Act, as at present, though a registered charge 
can be made to secure further advances (rule 105), yet it does 
not appear to be of much value, as a chargee will not be safe in 
making further advances without searching the register for 
cautions and notices, and (unless he has the land certificate) for 
charges aleo. This will cause particular inconvenierce to 
bankers and building societies, for though the latter may mort- 
gage registered land in their own form (Act of 1897, section 9, 
sub-section 3) yet their mortgages sometimes provide for further 
advances, and as regards these they are on the same footing as 
ordinary chargees. 

On a sale by a chargee a new land certificate may be issued 
without production of the old one (Act of 1897, s. 8 (4) ), but 
this power does not extend to foreclosure. A first chargee 
should therefore stipulate for possession of the land certificate, 
as he is not entitled to it unless he does so (ib7). 

On foreclosure of a charge the order absolute is to be delivered 
to the registrar, and he is thereupon to enter the proprietor of 
the charge as proprietor of the land (rule 107). It is not, 
however, clear that he may do so without production of the 
land certificate (Act of 1897, s. 8 (1)). 

A form of discharge of a registered charge is given (First 
Schedule, Form 39), but the registrar may accept and act upon 
any other proof of satisfaction of a charge which he may deem 
sufficient (rule 109). 

We conceive that a discharge is liable to the same stamp duty 
as @ reconveyance. 

A part discharge of the money secured by a charge may be 
made (see the Act of 1875, s, 28, as amended by the Act of 
1897, First Schedule). And a discharge may apply only to 
part of the land comprised in a charge (First Schedule, Form 
39, note). ‘ 








The treasurer and benchers of the Middle Temple on the 28th ult. gave an 
entertainment in honour cf Coronation Day in the Middle Temple-gardens 
to about 500 school-children from the district of St. Clement Danes and 
Clare Market. The children arrived at the gardens at about half-past four, 
end after tea, which was provided on the lawn, various games were played 
and there were conjuring and other entertainments, with a Punch and 
Judy show. A band performed celections of music during the afternoon. 
Mre. Macrory, the wife of the treasurer, and reveral other ladies assisted 
in entertaining the children, who, besides receiving buns and cakes during 
the afternoon, were each given a toy and a ‘‘ Jubilee’’ mug on leaving at 
even o'clock. 








eS, 


CORRESPONDENCE. 
THE INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. } 


Sir,—I observe that the Council have again brought forward mem. 
bers to supply the four vacancies. This does not seem to me and 
many of my legal friends to be right or reasonable. It was never 
intended, I am sure, that. the Council should be co-optative. 

It cannot be disputed that all those gentlemen who have been 
nominated or supported by the Council occupy eminent positions in 
the profession, but what, may I inquire, have they ever done to 
further the interests of the profession or of the society ? 

June 29. M.A. Oxon, 

[We have received another letter to the same effect.—En. 8. J.] 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Court of Appeal. 
MACKINNON +. CLARK. No. 1. 23:d June. 


PaRLIAMENT—TItircaL Practice — Penattres— Return or ELecrioy 
Expenses—‘' Transit,’? Mganinc or—Corrupt AnD ILLEGAL Prag. 
ticks Prevention Act, 1883, 8. 33, sun-secTron I, 5. 


This was an appeal by the defendant and a cross-appeal by the plain. 
tiff from the judgment of Kennedy, J. The action was brought against 
Dr. Clark, M.P., to recover £4,900 (being forty-nine penalties of £100 
each) for having sat and voted on forty-nine days in the House of 
Commons as member for the county of Caithness without having trans. 
mitted to the returning officer a true return of his election expenses within 
the time required by eection 33, sub-section 1, of the Corrupt and Illegal 
Practices Prevention Act, 1883. Kennedy, J., gave judgment for the 
plaintiff for £100, the amount of one penalty. The facts of the case and 
the material eections of the Act are set out in the judgment. 

Tue Court (A. L. Smrrnx, Ricsy, and VavaHan Wi.urams, L.JJ.) 
allowed the defendant’s appeal, and dismissed the plaintiff’s appeal. 

A. L. Smitn, L.J., read the following judgment of the court: This is 
an action by the plaintiff, as a common informer, to recover from the 
titting member for the county of Caithness penalties amounting to the 
sum of £4,900, for having sat and voted in the House of Commons ag 
member for that county forty-nine times without, as it is alleged, having 
made a return of his election expenses, pursuant to cection 33 of the 
Corrupt and I)legal Practices Prevention Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 51). 
My brother Kennedy has held that the defendant is liable for one penalty 
of £100—that is, for voting upon the 28th of August, 1895, and the defen- 
dant appeals against this judgment of the learned judge. ‘The plaintiff 
appeals against the learned judge for having held that the plaintiff was 
not entitled to forty-eight other penalties of £100 each, amounting to the 
sum of £4,800, for having voted after the return reached the returning 
officer upon the 29th of August, 1895. The facts are extremely short. 
Upon the 23rd of July, 1895, the defendant, Dr. Clark, was declared 
elected to represent the county of Caithness in the House of Commons, 
At midnight of the 27th of August, 1895, the thirty-five days within which 
Dr. Clark, who was his own election agent, had to make (I use here 
advicedly a neutral word) his return of election expenses to the returning 
officer expired. Before midnight of that day—viz., at 10.45 p.m. upon 
the 27th of August, 1895, Dr. Clark in London posted his return to the 
returning officer, who was resident at Wick, in Caithness. Upon the 
next day (the 28th of August, 1895) Dr. Clark sat and voted in the House 
of Commons, and also upon forty-eight occasions subsequent to the 
receipt of the return by the returning officer, which reached him upon 
the 29th of August, 1895. The question is, in these circumstances, has 
Dr. Clark become liable to any, and what, penalties under the Act of 1883? 
This depends, first of all, upon what in section 33 of the Act is the meani 
of the words ‘‘transmit to the returning officer.’’ Sub-section 1 
that eection runs thus: ‘‘ Within thirty-five days after the day on which 
the candidates returned at an election are declared elected, the election 
agent of every candidate at that election shall transmit to the returning 
officer a true return (in this Act referred to as a return respecting election 
expenses) ;’’ and by sub-section 5 the candidate is liable to a penalty of 
£100 for each day he votes without having done so. It is said on behalf 
of the plaintiff that the words ‘‘ transmit to the returning officer’? mean 
not only that the return shall be sent off to the returning officer within 
the thirty-five days, but that it shall actually be delivered to or lodged 
with him within that period. It will be observed that the section says 
nothing about delivery to or lodgment of the return with the ret 
officer within the thirty-five days. This is remarkable, for if lodg 
with the returning officer is what the Legislature was aiming at, why has 
it not eaid so indistinct terms? All the section enacts is, that the agent 
shall within the prescribed period transmit the return to the returning 
officer. This is what the agent has to do from where he happens to be, 
and I can find no obligation cast by this section upon the agent to go, 
as in the present case, from London to the other end of the United King- 
dom to ascertain whether the returning officer has received the return; 
nor in the Act is there to be found any obligation upon the returning 
officer to forward to the agent an acknowledgment of the receipt of the 
return. The word ‘‘ transmit ”’ in this section in my judgment means the 
eame thing as the word ‘‘sepd’’ or ‘‘remit,” and, for reasons I will 
presently give, it does not mean ‘‘ lodge,” as the plaintiff contends. The 
plaintiff's construction of the word “‘transmit’’ brings about the extras 


July 2, 1898. 7 











** aut 
£2 9a 
for a 












198. 


i mem- 
me and 
8 never 


re been 
tions in 
lone to 


)XON, 
J.) 


LECTION 
L Prac: 


1 plain. 
against 
of £100 
louse of 
g trans. 
3 within 
L Tllegal 
for the 
case and 


L.JJ. 
) 


al. 
This is 
rom the 
g to the 
nons as 
, havi 
} of rm 
t. c. 51). 
penal 
e defen! 
plaintiff 
tiff was 
g to the 
2turning 
y short. 
declared 
ym mons, 
n which 
ise here 
turning 
m. upon 
n to the 





July 2, 1898. 








THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 








[Vol. 42.] © 609 





ordinary result that, if the return is sent off, say, a week before the 
expiration of the thirty-five days, and in ample time to reach its destina- 
tion within the thirty-five days, yet the candidate is guilty of an illegal 
practice (see eection 33, sub-section 6) if the return happens to perish 
vpon its way and does not reach the returning officer within the prescribed 
time and the member votes, unless he can obtain an “ authorized excuse.” 
It is caid by the plaintiff that section 33, sub-eect‘on 6, makes the non-lodg- 
ment of the return within the thirty-five days an illegal practice only if the 
candidate dces not get an ‘‘ authorized excuse’’ as provided by that 
section, and if the return perished upon the way through no fault of the 
candidate he could always obtain such an excuse. Is this correct? We 
must look tosection 34 of the Act to see in what cases the court can make 
an order allowing an ‘‘ authorized excuse.’”’ Nowit appears to me strange 
that the statute should make the failure to transmit the return within the 
thirty-five days within the meaning of the eection an illegal practice 
dependent upon whether an ‘“‘ authorized excuse’’ for not doing so can 
be obtained or not. But in respect of what can an ‘‘ authorized excuse’’ be 
obtained? Section 34 is explicit upon the point. It enacts by sub- 
section 1 (a) that “‘if the candidate shews that the failure to 
transmit such return . . . has arisen by reasonof hisillness . . . 
or misconduct of his election agent or sub-agent, or of any clerk or officer 
of such agent, or by reason of inadvertence, or of any reasonable cause of 
a like nature, and not by reason of any want of good faith on the part of 
the applicant,” the court may grant an ‘‘ authorized excuse.’? ‘Take the 
case of the return being destroyed whilst in transit to the returning 
officer, say, inthe Abergele railway accident or in the Tay-bridge accident 
under what head of ‘‘ authorized excuee’’ in this section does this come? 
It seems to me under none, and if this be so it is cogent, if not conclusive, 
to shew that the plaintiff's reading of the word ‘‘ transit’’ is erroneous, 
for if it means lodgment of the return with the returning officer within the 
thirty-five days, and not the sending off of the return within that time, there 
would surely have been an ‘‘ authorized excuse ’’ obtainable under section 
34 for what might happen to the return during its transit to the returning 
officer, so that if it arrived with the officer outside the thirty-five days by 
reason of circumstances beyond the control of the candidate he might be 
able to obtain the ‘‘authorized excuse ’’ provided for by the section ; for it 
must be admitted that under section 33, sub-section 6, without obtaining an 
‘authorized excuse,’’ the candidate in such circumstances would 
be guilty of an illegal practice and liable to the consequences thereof. Itis 
said that the words in section 34, sub-section 1 (a), ‘‘ by reason of inad- 
vertence,’’ cover the case of the return perishing during transit ; but this, 
in my judgment, is not the meaning of those words, for they mean the 
overlookiug or forgetting of something, and not accidents which may 
happen to the return itself after it is sent off, and whilst on its way to the 
returning officer. It also appears to me that such a loss of the return is 
not covered by the words ‘‘ any reasonable cause of a like nature’’ in the 
section, for the perishing of the return is not of a like nature to the other 
matters mentioned in the section. In my judgment the ‘‘ authorized 
excuses ’’ in eection 34 do not cover the case of a return perishing during 
transit. By section 23 of the Act power is given to the court, irrespective 
of granting an ‘‘ authorized excuse,’’ to except innocent acts from being 
legal practices, and under this the candidates may obtain relief; but 
this in no wey affects the question, What are the acts for which 
‘‘suthorized excuses’’ are to be given under section 34, sub-section 
1 (a), to as to cause the non-sending of the return within the 
pre:cribed period not to be an illegal practice within section 33, 
sub-section 6° I do not myself think that the cases cited—viz., 
Pennell vy. Uxbridge (31 L. J. M. C. 92) and Banks v. Goodman (32 
L. J. M. C. 87) and others—throw any real light upon what is the 
meaning of the word ‘‘transmit’’ in eection 33 of the Corrupt and 
Illegal Practices Act, 1883, and if 1 were to refer to cases I would cite the 
case of Comber v. Leyland, recently decided, but not yet reported, by the 
House of Lords upon the word ‘‘remit’’ in the contract in that case. 
The word ‘‘transmit’’ may well have a different meaning in different 
statutes and in different contracts. For the reasons above I cannot agree 
with my brother Kennedy in thinking that the word ‘“‘ transmit’’ in this 
section means “lodge,” and, in my opinion, Dr. Clark did not violate 
section 33, sub-section 1, when he voted upon the 28th of August, 1895, 
having cent off bis return to the returning officer at 10.45 p.m. upon the 
day before—viz , the 27th of August, 1895. Another point was taken by 
the learned counsel for the plaintiff, which has only to be stated to show 
that it is utterly untenable. It is this—that a return with an error in it 
is no return at all; that although an agent of the candidate has sent off 
to the returning officer the return of the candidate’s election expenses 
within the thirty-five days, and such return has reached the returning 
officer within that period, yet if it be subsequently discovered that an 
expense, say, of 2s , which should have been returned, has by error been 
omitted, neverth lees, if the sitting member in utter ignorance of this 
omission, has voted, say, ten, twenty, or even a hun times in the 
House ot Con:mons, he is liable to a penalty of £100 upon each day upon 
which he votes. This notion is to me preposterous. I entirely agree 
with what my brother Kennedy has held as to this. It is said that sec- 
tion 33, sub-eection 1, enacts that the return to be made within the 
thirty-five days is to be a true return, and that a return with a blunder in 
it is therefore no return at all within the Act. But section 34, sub-section 
1, shews clearly that this is not so, for by it the court may grant au 
authorized excuse for the failure to ‘‘ transmit such return,’’ and also for 
“any error in such returp,”’ which shews to demonstration that 
a return with errors in it is still a return within the Act. For the errors 


which did exist in the return sent in by Dr. Clark he bas obtained 
‘authorized excures’’ in the court in Scotland, excepting as to a sum of 
£2 93., which was overlooked when ‘‘ authorized excuses’’ were applied 
for and obtaincd. We have nothing to do with any proceedings which 


may be taken as regards the £2 9s. item, for it in no way affects the claim 
of the plaintiff for penalties against Dre. Clark for having voted either 
before or after the return with the omission in it reached the returning 
officer. For the reasons above I think that Dr. Clark has not brought 
himself within the meshes of the Act so far as to be liable to penalties for 
having voted without having made a return within the Act, and that the 
appeal of Dr. Clark, the defendant, succeeds, and should be allowed with 
co: ts here and below, and that the appeal of the plaintiff fails, and should 
be dismissed with costs. 

Kicny and Vaveuan Wrurams, L JJ., concurred.—Counset, A. 7’. 
Lawrence, .Q.C., and Courthope Munroe ; The Defendant in Person. Sou- 
crtons, Leggatt, Rubenstein, § Co. 


| Reported by F. O, Rovrnsox, Barrister-at-Law. } ee aes 
HARROLD v. WATNEY. No.1. 22ad June 
Hicuway— Nvuisance—Dzgrsctive Fence atonostps Hieanway—Insvuay to 
Person CiLimBine on TO Fence—TRrespassen. 
Application by the plaintiff for judgment or a new trial in an action to 
recover damages for personal injuries, tried before Ridley, J., and a jury. 


The defendant was the owner of a piece of waste land ted from a 
highway by a wooden fence belonging to him. The tiff, a boy of 
four years of , while passing along the highway, was to 


climb on to the fence for the purpose of looking at some boys playing on 
the piece of waste land, when the fence cime down with him, and he was 
injured.“ The jury returned the following verdict: ‘‘ We find that the 
fence was very defective, but actually fell through the child standing 
wholly or partly on the fence, not for the purpose of climbing over. If 
the plaintiff is entitled to recover, we assess the damages at £45.’’ Ridley, 
J., upon further consideration, entered judgment for the defendant. 

Tue Court (A. L. Sutra, Riesy, and Vavonan Witttams, L. JJ.) allowed 
the application, and entered judgment for the plaiutiff. ~ 

A. L. Surru, L.J., said that there was here a rotten fence alongside the 
highway, which was obviously a nuisance to the highway. Suppose a 

rson had been walking along the highway and, becoming tired, had 
feant against this fence, and it had come down with him and injared him ; 
it being a nuisance to the highway, an action would lie. Here the boy 
was lawfully on the highway. The cases of Lynch v. Nurdin (1 Q. B. 29) 
and Jewson v. Gatti (2 Times L. R. 441) were in point. In his opinion the 
plaintiff was entitled to succeed, and judgment must be entered for the 
plaintiff for £45. 

Ricny, L.J., agreed. Ridley, J., seemed to have decided the case upon 
the ground that the child’s own wrongdoing cau:ed the accident. But 
how could they say, upon the authorities, that the child’s fault, if any, 
was a defence to the action ? 

Vavenan Witurams, L.J., concurred. The action was brought to 
recover damages for the injury to the child caused by the dangerous con- 
dition in which the defendant left the fence. The jury were not asked 
specifically whether the fence was in such a condition as to be dangerous 
to persons using the highway. But when one considered the evidence and 
the finding of the jury, the only conclusion to be arrived at was that this 
fence, in the condition in which it was, did constitute a danger to those 
using the highway—that was, it constituted a nuisance. The next ques- 
tion was whether that nuisance was the cause of the injury complained of. 
Upon the facts of this case, in his opinion, the conduct of the child did 
not cause the accident. When one asked oneself whether the nuisance was 
the cause of the injury, one got such a test as this, Was that which the 
chi'd did something which ought to have been present to the mind of the 
defendant as the probable result of his leaving the fence in a dangerous 
condition? If the defendant were to say that thiscould not fairly be con- 
sidered as a result which could be contemplated as naturally following 
from his act, because no grown-up persons would think of touching this 
fence, the answer was that the Queen’s highway was not intended solely 
for grown-up persons, and that a fence of this kind would be most likely 
to cause injury to children using the highway. -If that was so, the nuisance 
was the cause of the injury, and the defendant could not get out of that 
by setting up the act of the child in climbing on to the fence, which a 
grown-up person would probably not have done.—CounseL, Chamier ; 
A.J. David. Sorscrrors, C. F. Appleton ; Pownall § Co. P« 


[Reported by W. F. Banry, Barrister-at-Law. ) / 


MANCHESTER, SHEFFIELD, AND LINCOLNSHIRE RAILWAY CO. »v. 
ANDERSON. No.2. 24th June. 


Ratmway Company—Sratvutrory Powsrs—Insuniovusty Arrecring Lanp— 
Lease—Rar.way Company Lesson py AssiGNMent ory THE Kevension— 
Covenant ror Quiet Ensoyment—Action ror BrEacH, WHETHER 
MAINTAINABLE IN RESPECT OF ACTS DONE WITHOUT NEGLIGENCE IN 
Exexcisg or Sraruvrony Powsrs—Temrorary OnsTRUCTION MAKING 
Accg:s Less Easy, WHETHER A BREACH. 


Th’'s was an appeal from—a decision of Byrne, J., who had given 
judgment in favour of the plaintiff railway company. The plaintiff 
carried on business at No. 1, Gcldburst-terrace, Hampstead, of which he 
was lesree (by assignment) under a kease for twenty-one years, dated the 
7th of April, 1894. The lease comprised, besides the premises in question 
in this appeal, a right of way, in common with all other parties then 
entitled, or thereinafter to be entitled, to a like right, over a certain 
paseage at the side of the premices. The lease also contained a provision 
for the determination of the term at the option of the tenant at the end of 
seven or fourteen years. The rent was to be £180 a year at first, ri ing 
gradually to £250. The lessor covenantcd that the lessee, paying the 
rent reserved and perfor the covenants on his part, might peaceably 


- 





hold and enjoy the demieed premires without any interruption oy the 
lereor or eny percon claiming throvgh him, On the ground floor of the 
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— which was used as a shop, the defendant carried on his business, 
nc! 


luding that of a plumber and that of supplying builders’ materials. 
Tn 1893, by the Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincolnshire Railway (Exten- 


High Court—Chancery Division. 


tion to London) Act, 1893, powers were conferred upon the plaintiff 7 


company to make and maintain a new railway to London, and to 
enter upon, take, and use (inter alia) the premises comprised in the 
lease. In the event, however, the site of the railway, as it was actually 
constructed, did not include those premises. In October, 1895, the 
defendant's lessor assigned the premises to the plaintiff company, subject 
only to the defendant's lease. After this the company, in the course of 
properly constructing their railway in pursuance of their statutory powers, 
ddsome damage to the structure of the defendant’s messuage. The 
d:fendant did not contend that the company were guilty of negligence in 
doing this, but he urged that the damage done to his buildings was a 
breach of tae covenant for quiet enjoyment, which was now binding upen 
the company, and he brought an action against them for an injunction 
and damages. ‘This action was then brought by the company against the 
defendant for rent duo under the lease, and in it the defendant set up the 
leascr’s covenant as a defence, and counter-claimed for damages for a 
breach of the coveraut, the breach alleged being a serious obstruction of 
access to the defendent’s premises, by means of the plaintiff company’s 
hoardings, machinery, and carts, by which obstruction the defendant’s 
use and occupation of the premires had been interfered with, and his 
business much damaged. The defendant claimed to be entitled to 
damages, and not to be obliged to have recourse to the remedy (if any) 
provided for him by section 6 of the Railways Clauses Act, 1845, and by 
tection 68 of the Lands Clauses Act, 1845. Byrne, J., held that what the 
plaintiff company had done was justified by their statutory powers, and 
that they were not liable to pay damages. He therefore dismissed the 
defendant’s action (as to which there was no appeal), gave judgment for 
the pleintiff company for the rent claimed, and dismissed the defendant’s 
counter-claim. Against the dismiseal of the counter-claim the defendant 
appealed. 


Tue Court (Linptey, M.R., and Curry and Couns, L.JJ.) dismissed 
the appeal. 


Lixpiey, M.R , said that the plaintiff railway company, in the procers 
of constructing their railway, had certainly done that which had caused 
as‘ructural injury to the defendant's house. It was true also that they 
had, to a greater or less extent, obstructed the public thoroughfare. 
Tcey had, as was the usual course in such cases, obstructed and ued 
one half of the road, leaving the other half free for traffic. There was 
no doubt that they had a great number of horses and carts in front of 
the defendant’s shop, and had in that way cavsed some harm to his 
business. They had, moreover, though only temporarily, obstructed a 
passage which led to his premises, and over which under the lease he had 
aright of way. It was that sort of thing which, according to the defen- 
dant’s view, gave him a right of action for damages for breach of the 
covenant for quiet enjoyment. The company’s answer, of course, was 
that all they had done had been done in the exercise of their statutory 
powers and without any negligence, and that therefore the defendant's 
remedy, if any, was under the two Acts of 1845, the Railway Clauses Act 
and the l ands Clauses Act. That view had been adopted by the learned 
judge below, ard it was, in his lordship’s opinion, a complete answer. 

here were, however, observations in the learned judge’s judgment which 
might be interpreted as meaning that he considered the covenant was 
gone and no longer binding. ‘That was not so. The railway company 
had bought the reversion subject to the defendant’s lease, and were bound, 
as any other assignee would have been, by the covenant for quiet enjoy- 
ment. So far the defendant’s right was clear. But the question raised 
by this appeal was a question, not of right, but of remedy. The plaintiff 
company contended, and rightly, that no action could be brought against 
them for anything lawfully done under their Act; but it did not follow 
from that that the covenant had no effect, for a lessee, claiming 
compensation under the Acts might prove that, regard being had to the 
covenant for quiet enjoyment, his land had been injuriously affected, 
though without such a covenant it would not have been so. Besides, if the 
company committed any breach of the covenant which their 
statutory powers did not authorize, for such a breach in action in the 
High Court would lie against them. That one consideration, that the 
plaintiff company, in doing the acts complained of, were acting under 
their statutory powers, was really sufficient to dispose of the appeal. His 
lordehip desired, however, to add that in his opinion a mere temporary 
obstruction, which fora short time only made the accees to the defendant’s 
premiscs somewhat less convenient, could not be said tc amount to an 
interference with his possession or bis title, and was not a breach of a 
covenant for quiet enjoyment. The decided case most in the defendant’s 
favour was Sanderson v. Mayor, §c., of Berwick-upon- Tweed (33 W. R. 67, 
13Q B. D. 547). But the language of Sir Edward Fry in that case must 
be interpreted in connection witb the facts of the particular caee, and 
there differed widely from those now to be dealt with. Here, in his lord- 
ship’s opinion, none of the acts done by the plaintiff company amounted 
toabreach of the covenant. Bunt evenif that were otherwise, and ifa 
breach had been committed, the sufficient answer was that the acts com- 
plaiced of were done by the company in the exercise of their statutory 
powers, aud a remedy must be found, if at all, under the Acts of Parlia- 
ment. The appeal must therefore be dismissed. 


Outrty, L J., delivered judgment to the same effect. 


Cotutns, LU J., concurred,—Counszt, Witt, Q.C., and Arnold Statham ; 
Eve, Q.C., the Hon. E. C. Macnaghten, Q.C., and 8S. A. Sampson. Soxtcrrors, 
Ford, Lloyd, Bartlett, § Michelmore ; Cunliffes § Davenport. 


JOHNSTON » BOYES. Stirling, J. 17th June. ‘ 


VENDOR AND PcrcHASER—AGREEMENT TO ENTER INTO A CONTRACT= 
InsuncTion—SratutTe or Fravps (29 Car. 2, c. 3), s. 4 


This case raised a novel point—viz., whether, when at a sale by auction 
the property has been knocked down to the highest bidder, but no 
memorandum in writing of the contract has been executed, the purchaser 
can rely on the parol contract between himself and the vendor in order to 
obtain relief against the vendor’s default in not entering into a contract in 
writing. The application was by motion asking an injunction to restrain 
the defendants from selling certain premises known as the White Hart, 
South Mimms, Middlesex, to any person other than the plaintiff. The 
plaintiff having learned that the property was to be sold by auction 
arranged with her husband that he should attend the sale as her agent 
aud bid for the property. The husband accordingly attended the sale, 
which was held on the 24th of May last in the City of London, 
According to his evidence he commenced bidding at £4,500 and was 
declared the purchaser of the property at £4,900. He immediately went 
up to the rostrum of the auctioneer for the purpose of paying the 
necessary deposit, when the auctioneer asked the name of his solicitor, 
Upon his giving the name one of the defendants, the vendor, who was 
present at the sale, said, ‘‘ Oh, I know him,’’ and then went to the other 
end of the room. On coming back he inquired how the deposit would be 
paid, and upon being told by cheque he thereupon said he could not 
accept it or permit the plaintiff's husband to sign the formal contract, 
and he then told the auctioneer not to accept the cheque nor to permit 
the husband to sign the contract. The next day the plaintiff’s husband 
wired to the defendant that he would attend at his office and pay the 
deposit in cash. He kept the appointment, and waited three hours, with 
the necessary money, but the defendant did not come. The conditions of 
sale under which the property was put up to auction provided (inter alia) 
a3 follows: ‘‘1. The highest bidder shall be the purchaser, and if any 
dispute shall arise respecting a bidding the property shall be put up again 
at the last undisputed bidding. No person shall advance at any bidding 
a less sum than shall be fixed by the auctioneers at the time of sale, and 
no bidding rhall be retracted. There will be a reserved price. The 
vendors reserve the right to bid either by themeelves or their agent. 
2. The purchaser shali immediately after the sale pay to the auctioneers a 
deposit of £10 per cent. on the amount and in part payment of his 
purchase-money and sign the subjoined agreement to complete the 
purchase according to these conditions.’’ The subjoined agreement was 
in the following form: ‘‘ At the sale by auction made this day of the 
property described in theee particulars ——— of was the highest 
bidder for and was declared the purchaser of the said property at the 
price of £ , and he has paid to Messrs. Rodwell & Son, of Watford, 
Herts, as agents for and on behalf of William Osborn Boyes, of Barnet, 
and A. W. Adams, of 98, Ladbroke-grcve, Notting-hill, the vendors, the 
sum of £ by way of deposit and in part payment of the purchase- 
money, and hereby agrees to complete the purchase in accordance with 
the above conditions; and the said Messrs. Rodwell & Son, as the 
vendors’ agents, hereby confirm the said sale and acknowledge the receipt 
of the said deposit.’’ The defendants subsequently entered into a 
contract to sell the property at a higher price toa firm of brewers, and 
the plaintiff then commenced this action, in which she claimed (1) a 
declaration that, by reason of her having been by her agent the highest 
bidder at the sale, she was entitled to be regarded as the purchaser of the 
property at the price of £4,900; (2) an order on the defendants directing 
them to accept from the plaintiff or her agent the deposit of £10 per cent. 
on the amount of the purchase-money, and to allow the plaintiff 
personally or by her agent to sign a copy properly filled in of the 
agreement annexed to the conditions of sale; and (3) an injunction. 


Sririine J., refused to grant an injunction, and said that the action 
was of a very unusual character. It was framed on the view that there 
was not yet a complete contract for sale, but that a preliminary contract 
had been entered into which the plaintiff was entitled to have performed. 
In order that the court might grant an injunction, it was necessary for 
the plaintiff in such a case to show that he was the owner of the land 
whose rights would be interfered with by the defendant. The law was 
stated by Turner, L.J., in the case of Hadley v. The London Bank of 
Scotland (3 D. J. & S. 63). Having regard to that statement, the 
general rule in cases between vendor and purchaser was that the court 
would not interfere unless a valid contract was proved. But the plaintiff 
was not in the position of a purchaser. By her writ she asked fora 
declaration that she is entitled to be treated as the purchaser, and for 
specific performance of an agreement by the defendant to accept a deposit 
and sign the contract. Various cases had been referred to in support of 
the contention of the plaintiff, that by reason of what took place such a 
preliminary agreement had been entered into. It might be that she 
would, at the trial, establish the existence of such a contract, but would 
it be in accordance with the practice of the court to grant specific 
performance of such a contract? His lordship had never met with such 
an action before—an action to enforce an agreement to enter into 4 
contract for the sale of real estate. It was better for the court in such 4 
case to leave the plaintiff to recover damages.—Counset, Upjohn, Q.C., 
and Onslow ; Jenkins Q.C., and Ingpen. Souicirors, 7. Allingham ; Sismey 
§ Sismey. 
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HOPKINS ». HEMSWORTH. Kekewich,J. 22nd June. 


Morrcace—Rearty—Kauitaste Suns-mortcace or Lann-—EquiTabLe 
Subp-MORTGAGEES—Priorit1es—Notice to OrtGInAL Mortcacor. 


This case raised an important point as to the priorities of equitable sub- 
mortgagees of land by deposit of title-deeds. The facts were shortly as 
follows :—By a marriage settlement dated the 11th of December, 1861, 
certain property was conveyed to trustees to be held upon the trusts there- 
in mentioned. One of the trustees died on the 24th of August, 1874, and 
on the 11th of June, 1875, the surviving trustee, J. 8S. Walker, also died, 
having by his will appointed his widow, Mrs. E.'B, Walker, and the present 

Jaintiffs, W. J. Hopkins and George Truefitt, executors of his . On 
the 8th of December, 1875, a sum of £500, part of the trust funds com- 
priced in the settlement, was paid off, and was in the hands of H. 
whoactedas solicitor of thetrust. Mra. E. B. Walker and the plaintiffs agreed 
that, pending the appointment of new trustees of the settlement, H. 
should retain the sum of £500 and should secure repayment thereof with 
interest at 5 per cent. per annum by deposit with them of certain 
mortgage securities belonging to him dated the 26th of October, 1875, and 
of the documents of title of the property comprised in the metarg- On 
the 8th of December, 1875, H. accordingly deposited with Mrs. E. 
B. Walker and the plaintiffs a memorandum of deposit and* the deeds 
and documents which were therein specified. The memorandum was to 
the following effect: ‘‘I have this day deposited with Mrs. E. B. Walker 
and Messrs. W. J. Hopkins and George Truefitt, the devisees in trust and 
executors of the will of the late J. S. Walker, Esq., deceased, who was the 
surviving trustee of the settlement . . . theabove deeds and writings 
as a cecurity for the sum of £500 lately out on mortgage of 
property . . recently sold when such mortgage was paid off, and 
which sum of £500 remains in my hands pending the appointment of new 
trustees of the said settlement to be proceeded with forthwith. And I 
undertake at any time when called upon to repay the said sum of £500 
with interest thereon at 5 per cent. per annum, and hereby indemnify the 
the said E. B. Walker, W. J. Hopkins, and George Truefitt from all lia- 
bility in case any loss or deficiency should arise in t of the in- 
yestment of the eaid sum of £500 as above. Signed, .’ Mrs. E. B. 
Walker died the 2nd of October, 1890. On the 29th of July, 1891, 
H. sent to Messrs. Hughes & Brown, the plaintiffs’ solicitors, a draft 
appointment of a new trustee of the settlement for approval. The draft 
purported to be an appointment, by the life tenants of the property com- 
prised in the settlement, of Henry Lucy Sowdon to be trustee of the 
settlement in place of J. S. Walker. H. at the same time represented 
to the plaintiffs through their solicitors, Mesers. Hughes & Brown, that he 
was authorized to act as solicitor for H. L, Sowdon, and that H. L. Sowdon 
had agreed and consented to accept and act in the trusts of the settlement. 
In June, 1892, the deed of appointment, and a transfer of the trust cecuri- 
ties to H. L. Sowdon were executed, and on the 10th of June, 1892, the 
plaintiffs delivered the deeds and documents specified in the memoran- 
dum of deposit of the 8th of December, 1875, to H., as solicitor to 
Sowdon. Asa matter of fact, H. L. Sowdon had neither given authority 
to H. to act as his solicitor, nor had he agreed aa consented to 
accept and act in the trusts of the settlement, and he disclaimed the 
trusts of the settlements and the assurances ee the property in him. 
On the 24th of September, 1892, H. deposi with the defendant 
H. R. Hemsworth the deeds and documents specified in the memorandum 
of deposit of the 8th of December, 1875, as an equitable security for a 
loan to him of £128 18s. 1d. On the 12th of May, 1896, H, being 
insolvent, executed a deed of assignment of all his property to the defen- 
dant H. A. Leicester upon trust for the benefit of his creditors. In 
November, 1897, the plaintiff brought this action against H-msworth and 
Leicester, claiming that it might be declared that the plaintiffs were 
entitled to a first charge upon the mortgage of the 26th of October, 1875, 
and on the documents of title relating to the property comprised 
therein, and on the moneys secured by the said mortgage, in priority 
to any claim by the defendants, to secure the sum of £509 lent 
by the plaintiffs to H. and interest thereon at 5 per cent. per 
annum. That an account might be taken of what was dus to the 
plaintiffs in respect of the said ne 4g and that the said charge 
might be enforced by foreclosure or sale. That the defendant Hems- 
worth might be ordered to deliver to the plaintiffs the deeds and 
documents of title in his possession relating to the said mortgage security. 
The defendant Leicester disclaimed any interest in the property. The 
defendant H. R. Hemsworth in his defence stated that the 
mortgagor, J. Woolton, died on the 5th of Uctober, 1894, and that on 
the 20th of March, 1895, he gave notice to the executors of J. Woolton’s 
will of the memorandum and deposit of the 24th of September, 1892, the 
plaintiffs at that time not having given notice cf the memorandum of 
deposit of the 8th of December, 1875. He also alleged that the plaintiffs 
were guilty of gross and wilful negligence in handing the deeds to 
H., and further that the appointment of Sowdon as sole trustee of 
the settlement would, if carried out, have been a breach of trust and 
improper as not being within the power contained in the cettlement for 
the appointment of new trustees, and also that the plaintiffs had failed in 
their duty by not inquiring as to the willingness of Sowdon to act as 
trustee, and as to the alleged authority to H. to act as his solicitor. 
He counterclaimed fora declaration that he was entitled as against and 
in priority to the plaintiffs to the full benefit of the memorandum and 
deposit of the 24th of September, 1892, and the charge thereby professed 
and intended to be created. 

Kzxewiscn, J., held that the plaintiffs had not been guilty of negligence 
80 as to deprive them of their right to the declaration claimed, and that, 
as to the question of priorities, the rule laid down by Stirling, J., in Re 


that the defendant Hemsworth did not as second equitable sub-mort, 
obtain priority over the plaintiffs, the first equitable sub-mort 4 
means of his having given notice to the original mortgagor of the t 
of the title-deeds prior to notice being given by the first equitable sub- 
mortgagees.—Counset, 7. R. Warrington, Q.C., and 8S. Dickinson; W. 
Renshaw, Q.C., and J B. Matthews. Soscrrons, Janson, Cobb, ¢ Pearson, 
for Hughes § Brown, Worcester; A. Hunt, for R A. Essex, Worcester. 


[Reported by C. C. Hensiey, Barrister-a‘t-Law. } 


Re BAXTER, BAXTER v. BAXTER. Romer, J. 24th June. 


Witt — Construction — Estars Dutry— Gurr sy Daceaszp nor Maps 
Twetve Monrus serorg His Dgatu. 


Summons. This was a case in which a testator died within twelve 
months of a voluntary conveyance of his real-estate to A. The will 
contained the usual direction for conversion of testator’s residuary estate, 
aud further directed payment out of the proceeds of ‘‘all estaté and other 
daties other than settlement estate duties.” The question was by whom 
the estate duty to be levied and paid under the Soames Act, 1894 (see 
sections 1 and 2 (1) (c)), on the property comprised in the voluntary con- 
veyauce ought to be borne. It was contended for A. that the direction 
as to payment of duties in the will extended to the estate duty on the 
property conveyed by the testator, the effect of the Act being to join it to 
the testator’s estate. 

Romer, J., held that there was no intention ehewn by the will to make 
A. @ legatee to the amount of the duty in respect of the voluntary gift, 
and that ‘‘all duties’ in the direction to pay duties in the will meant al! 
dut'es on property passing under the will, whether real or personal, but 
did not include the duty which A. had to pay on the voluntary gift to 
him.—Covnssi, Willcocks ; Levett, Q.C., and Ball; Farwell, QC., and 
F. L. Maw. Soutcrrons, Satchell ¢ Chapple ; Makinson Carpenter § Son. 

(Reported by J. F. Wattv, Barrister-at-Law.) 


Re MORRIS, JAMES v. LONDON AND COUNTY BANKING Go. 
Romer, J. 25th June. 


Bit or Excuance—Lianmiry or Inporsers—Proor in Banxavurprcy— 
Consonipation or Securgsp Dents. 


The defendants were at the date of the creditor's deed hereinafter 
mentioned, holders cf four bills of exchange hereinafter referred to as A 
B,C,and D. A, B, and C were for £2,000 each, and D for £1,000. A and 
C were drawn by Job & Co , in Ne , upon Job Bros., in Evgland, 
payable to order of the Commercial Bank of Newfoundland, and were 
accepted by Job Bros. Band D were drawn by Goodridge in Newfound- 
land upon Bennett in England, payable in like manner as A and O, and 
were acceped by Bennett. A, B, O, and D were severally endorsed by the 
said bank to Prowse, Hall, & Morrie, and by them to R., and by R. to 
the defendants, all in the ordinary course for value. The said bank, 
Job Bros., Bennett, and Goodridge became bankrupt or entered into 
liquidation, and the defendants proved against their respective estates for 
the amounts due upon the bills to which they were respectively parties. 
In September, 1896, R. paid the defendants in respect of the said four bills 
£615 odd, forming part of the estate of Prowse, Hall, & Morris, which 
came into the hands of R., and the propriety of such payment was not now 
disputed. The plaintiff was the trustee of a creditors entered into in 
April, 1895, by Morris, the debtor, who was the surviving partmer of the 
firm of Prowse, Hall, & Morris. The deed in effect provided for the dis- 
tribution of that firm’s assets as in bankruptcy among the assenting 
creditors who would have been entitled to prove if the debtor 
had been adjudicated bankrupt as therein mentioned. The defendants 
claimed under the said deed the estate of the firm 
for the amount of the said four bills of 
after deducting the said sum of £615 odd. U; 
various parties to the said bills, the def ved 
respect of the bills B and D exceeding the amounts due on such bills, with 
— Nan ge and interest; by £373 odd and £192 odd respectively 
The defendants had not received payment in full of either of the bills 
and C, and the whole amount received by them was less than the whole 
amount dve in respect of the said four bills. Under these circumstances 
the plaintiff claimed that the defendants were not entitled to any farther 
dividends from the estate of Prowse, Hall, & Morris in respect of bills 
B and D, and that the said sums of £373 and £192 should be repaid by 
the defendants to the plaintiff, and that the defendants should be ordered 
to deliver up the said bills to the plaintiff. The plaintiff had paid the 
defendants a dividend from the estate of Prowse, Hall, & Morris in 
respect of the bills B and D, but did not know at the time of such pay- 
ment how much had been received by them in res of the said bills. 

Romer, J., had no doubt that in bankruptcy it would primd facie be 
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bills. They must, as between themselves, have had a right to require 
between them payment of what the creditor had received over twenty 
ehillings in the £ on the whole. Who, then, as between the persons in the 
aggregate liable on thore bills, was entitled to receive the overplus? It 
turncd out in this case to be the plaintiff, because all the other persons 
who on the other bills were overpaid were primarily liable as against the 
plaintiff. His lordship therefore held that the plaintiff was entitled in 
respect of the surplus received by each creditor in respect of each bill to 
have that surplus handed back to him, and made the order as asked.— 
Counsti, Levett, Q.C., and I. Thompson ; Neville,Q.C., and Muir Mackenzie. 
Soxicrtons, Simpson, Cullingford, & Co. ; Harries, Wilkinson, § Raikes. 
[Reported by J. F. Wary, Barrister-at-Law.! 





High Court—Queen’s Bench Division. 


Re THE SHEERNESS URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL. Lx part 
AND DORING. Div. Court. 28th June. 


Tueatre — LicencE—REso.vutTion THAT No Sucn Licence’ sHOULD BE GRANTED 
UNLESS APPLICANT UNDERTOOK NOT TO APPLY FORA REFRESHMENT LICENCE 
—Vaipitry or stcn Generat Resotvtion—Power or LICENSING 
AvtTuority To ATTacu sucn CoNDITION TO EVERY GRANT WHILE Resoivu- 
TION REMAINED UNRESCINDED. 


This was an application for a rule nisi for a mandamus to the Sheerness 
Urban District Council, as the licensing authority for that district, to shew 
cause why they should not hear and determine an application for a 
theatrical licence. The building for which the licence was required was 
formerly known as the Victoria Hall, where variety entertainments were 
given. The present applicants acquired the freehold of these premises and 
prepared plans for turning it into a regular theatre. The plans were 
approved and the necessary alterations carried through. ‘lhe plans 
included refreshment bars. When the application was made for a 
theatrical licence there was no opposition and the licence would have 
been granted had not the town clerk called attention to the fact that some 
time previously the district council bad passed a ceries of general rezolu- 
tions with regard to places of amusement within their district, one of 
which was to the effect that no licence to carry on public amusements 
should be granted to any applicant unless he undertook not to apply for a 
licence to eell epirits, liquors, wine, ale, beer, cider, perry, or tobacco on 
the premises. The council thereupon said they could not grant the 
theatrical licence except with this condition. A motion was made to 
rescind the resolution but was lost. Counsel submitted that on the 
authority of Reg.v. Justices of the West Riding of Yorkshire (1896, 2Q. B. 
386), the passing of a generc/ resolution applicable to every case was a/ 
initio bad since it prevented the council trom exercising the discretion 
vested in licensing authorities by the statutes. The case of Reg. v. Sylvester 
(31 L. J. M. C. 93) was also discussed. [Puittmmorr, J.—What are 
licensing authorities todo?’ If they decide each case on its merits they 
are accused of being partial and capricious. If they pass a resolution and 
stick to it they are accused of having acted ultra vires, because they acted 
under a rule that tied their hands. It appears that the council had before 
thera the advisability of rescinding this resolution and by a majority they 
decided not to do so.j Counsel pointed out that in this case the licensing 
authority was a body elected yearly by the ratepayers, and that the 
resolution had been passed before they came into office. 

Tue Cover (Day and Puitumore, JJ.) held that tke rule ought not to 
be granted. The council had passed a resolution for their guidance, and 
in order that they might act with uniformity, and they were bound by it 
80 long as it remained in force. They could rescind it atanytime. It 
was not a case in which the court ought to interfere.—CounseL, 2. G. 
Glenn. Soxtcritor, J. 7. Wilkinson. 

[On the 29th inst. Mr. R. G. Glenn appealed in this matter to the Court 
of Appeal, and that Court (LinpLey, M.R., and Currry, L.J.) reversed the 
decision of the Divisional Court, and granted a rule as asked. ] 

[Reported by Ersxixe Reip, Barrister-at-Law. 


REG. v. VESTRY OF ST. MARY, ISLINGTON. Ex parte WILLIAMS, ON 
BEHALF OF THE MIDLAND RAILWAY CO. AND OTHERS. Div. 
Court. 28th June. 


Locan Government—Lianitity or Loca, Avutuority to ErrrcrvaLty 
Drain Terr Districr—Manpamvus Direcrep ro Vestry to SUBMIT 
Pians To Lonpon County Counctt—Metropotis Manacement Act, 1855 
(18 & 19 Vicr. c. 120), ss. 69, 128—Merrorotts ManacemMeNt AMEND- 
ment Act, 1862 (25 & 26 Vicr. c 102), s. 45. 
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sions or alterations of sewers ies > CESSATY 
ethuet BYrectiraity £ pe and district and submit a plan 
of-tierrewers to the-homton County Councit-—Thie motion Was made on 
behalf-OYr the Mtitiemd-Raitway, the Great Eastern Railway, and the 
Tottenham and Hampstead Junction Railway Companies. The drainage 
system of part of the vestry’s district was inadequate, and whenever there 
was a heavy fall of rain the lines of railway became flooded and the 
traffic was interrupted. The attention of the vestry had been called to 
the fact some years ago, but they had done nothing to remedy the state 
of affaire. It was contended in support of the rule that the vestry was 








| The vestry prepared a scheme and cent it in for the sanction of the Lon. 

don County Council in 1892. The scheme was not approved, and no further 
steps were taken by the vestry in the matter, who submitted that they 
; had done all that they were bound todo. The following cases were cited 
| by counsel against the rule being made absolute, and in support of hig 
| contention that there had been ‘‘no refusal’? to consider the question op 
| the part of the vestry: Reg. v. Bristol and Exeter Railway (4 Q. B. 162), 
| Rex v. Brecknock Navigation Co. (3 A. & E. 217), Ex parte Champ (40 J. P, 
| 756), Reg. v. Tottenham Local Board (9 Times L. R. 414), Reg. v. Vestry of 
St. Luke’s, Chelsea (1 B. & 8. 903), Glossop v. Heston Local Board (12 C, D, 
102), Reg. v. St. Giles’ Vestry (66 L. J. Q. B. 307). Counsel in support of 
the rule contended that the mischief was a local mischief, which must be 
dealt with by the local authority. Part of it was caused from the fact 
that the Hornsey sewage flowed down through the main sewer. The 
vestry had made no effort to improve or modify the plan submitted in 
1892 to the London County Council co as to obtain the necessary sanc- 
| tion for the carrying out of the works. 

Tue Court (Day and Puitirmorz, JJ.) held that the rule must be made 
absolute. In 1891-2 the vestry had taken some steps in the matter, but 
they thought that the vestry ought to prepare fresh plans and makea 
fcrmal application to the county council, so that the responsibility, if the 
preeent state of things continued, should be left with them.—Counsz., 
Danckwerts and Micklem showed cause; C. A. Russell, QC., and Lochnis 
supported the rule; Macmorran, Q.C., held a watching brief for the 
Hornsey District Council. Soxtcrrors, 4. M. Bramall; Beale § Co.; 
Leonard Tatham. 

[Reported by Exsxixez Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.] 


ALLEN AND OTHERS v. THE VESTRY OF THE PARISH OF FULHAM. 
Div. Court. 17th June. 

Merrorotis Manactment Act, 1855 (18 & 19 Vicr. cv. 120), s. 105—*' New 
Srreer ’’—Merrorotis Manacement AMENDMENT Act, 1562 (25 & 26 
Vicr. c. 102), s) T7—Expensts or Paving New Srreets—Liasiciry or 
Ownens or Lanp anp Hovszs. 

This was a special case stated by R. O. B. Lane, Esq., stipendiary 
magistrate, sitting at the West London police-court, upon the hearing of 
three summonses, issued at the instance of the Vestry of Fulbam under 
section 226 of the Metropolis Management Act, 1855, that the appellants 
had refused to pay certain amounts apportioned upon premises belonging to 
them respectively in respect of the estimated expenses of paving a portion 
of Wandsworth Bridge-road under the provisions of section 105 of the 
Metropolis Management Act, 1855, and section 77 of the Metropolis 
Management Amendment Act, 1862. The question raised was whether 
this portion of the road wasa ‘‘ new street’ within the meaning of the 
above Acts so as to enable the vestry to apportion the expenses on the 
frontagers. Wandsworth Bridge-road and Wandsworth Bridge were made 
pursuant to the Wandsworth Bridge Act, 1864 (27 & 28 Vict. c. ccxxxviii), 
By section 62 of that Act it was enacted that the road when completed 
should be deemed a public highway and should be repairable by the 
Fulham District Board of Works. The road was made in 1873 u 
and through agricultural land, and after it was made it continued 
to be bounded by market gardens on each side. The company 
that constructed the road then applied to the Fulham District 
Board to take over the maintenance and repair of the road, but 
that body declined to do so on the ground that it had been made s0 
inefficiently as to be impracticable as a road. Ultimately, however, by 
an agreement dated September, 1876, the board agreed with the company 
in consideration of the sum of £1,750 paid by the company to the board 
to complete and put in repair the said road, and they undertook to 
take over the road and to exonerate the company from all liability in 
respect of the future repairs thereof. In 1877 the board made up the 
carriage-way with flints rolled in over a foundation of hard core, that 
being the method adopted throughout the parish in the case of highways 
not being house-built streets. In the case of house-built streets where 
traffic was heavy they were made up with granite—i.e., macadamized. 
Practically nothing was done in the way of making up the footways of the 
road. No channelling or kerbing was done, that work not having been 
allowed for inthe £1,750 received from the company. In making up new 
streets under section 105 of the Act of 1855 the Board of Works at that 
time invariably insisted on channelling andkerbing. As regards the work 
done in 1877 and 1878 the magistrate found as a fact that, except for the 
omitted channelling and kerbing, the carriage-way was made up and 
repaired in a permanant manner and in the same mode as new streets 
with a similar amount of traffic were dealt with at that pericd under the 
said 105th section. There were no buildings upon the land adjoining the 
road until 1890. In that year houses were erected on the east side. In 
1896 houses were built on the west side. On the 24th of February, 1897, 
the vestry passed a resolution that the road in question should be taken to 
and paved under the provisions of 18 & 19 Vict. c. 120and 25 & 26 Vict. c. 
102, and that the estimated costs of the said paving works should be 
apportioned upon the owners of the houses or land abutting on the street, 
The estimate made provision for the paving of the carriage-way with 
wocden blocks laid upon a concrete foundation. Demand was made by 
the vectry of the appellants for payment of the amounts apportioned 
upon them respectively, and, default having been made, summonses were 
issued. Upon the hearing it was admitted on both sides that (subject 
to a question of the competency of the vestry to pave with wood at the 
expense of the frontagers) the decision depended upon the date at which 
the said road became a ‘‘ new street.’’? The magistrate found that it was 
not originally formed or Ja‘d out for building as a new street. 
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adjoining owners to pave it. It was also contended that wood paving was 
“paving” within the meaning of the Acts of 1855 and 1862. It was 
contended on behalf of the appellants that it was a ‘‘ new street ’”’ when it 
was made by the company, and that, it having in 1877 and 1878, pursuant 
to the requirements of the vestry, been, with the exception of the flagging 
of the footpaths and of the channelling and kerbing of the carriage-way, 
as well paved as streets with similar traffic were then required to be paved 
prior to their being taken over by the vestry under section 105 of the 
Metropolis Management Act, 1855, the vestry could not now say that it 
was not then a street. It was also contended that, assuming the vestry 
had power to require the road to be paved, it had no power to require the 

e-way to be be made up at the expense of the adjoining owners 
with wooden blocks laid on a concrete foundation. The magistrate was of 
opinion (1) that the road had not become, and was not in 1877 or 1878, a 
new street witbin the meaning of section 105 of the Act of 1855 and 
section 77 of the Act of 1862; (2) that it became a new street for the first 
time after the erection of houses therein, and was a ‘‘ new street’’ within 
the meaning of the Acts on the 24th of February, 1897; (3) that the 
vestry was not prevented by anything contained in the special Acts or by 
anything it had done previously to the 24th of February, 1897, from 
requiring the said road to be paved under section 105 of the Act of 1855; 
(4) that wood paving was ‘‘ paving’’ within the aforesaid Acts; and he 
accordingly ordered the appellants to pay the sums respectively charged 
against them. The question for the opinion of the court was whether 
these findings and decision were right in law. During the course of the 
arguments the following cases were cited: St. Giles, Camberwell v. Hunt 
(56 L. J. M. C. 65), Pound v. Plumstead Board of Works (20 W. R. 177, 
L. R. 7 Q. B. 183), Robinson v. Local Board of Barton (32 W. R. 249, 8 App. 
Cas. 798), St. Giles, Camberwell v. Crystal Palace Co. (1892, 2 Q. B. 33), 
Davis v. Greenwich Board of Works (1895, 2 Q. B. 219), St. Mary, Battersea 
v. Palmer (45 W. R. 110; 1897, 1 Q. B. 220), and Arter v. Hammersmith 
Vestry (45 W. R. 398; 1897, 1 Q. B. 646). 

Tue Court (Day and Rinxey, JJ.) dismissed the appeal. 

Day, J., in giving judgment, said there was some ‘difficulty in this case 
owing to the somewhat peculiar history of this section of the Wandsworth 
Bridge-road. In 1876 the vestry took over the road from the bridge 
authorities, and subsequently made it up and kept it in repair. It was 
then in good condition for light traffic, and remained so until 1897, when 
the road having been built upon and the traffic become much heavier, it 
became necessary to put the road in thorough repair, and make it meet 
the requirements of modern streets. The stipendiary magistrate had 
found that the road had become a “‘ new street.’”? That was a question of 
fact for him to determine, and not for this court. It was not a question 
which the court could review. There was no question of law on which 
the court could say the magistrate had gone wrong, and his decision ought 
therefore to be affirmed. 

Rivzey, J., in concurring, said he thought the view the magistrate had 
taken was acorrect one. It had been decided in a number of cases from 
the date of Pound v. Plumstead Board of Works that a carriage-way which 
had been kept in repair by the vestry as a highway might, when houses were 
erected more or less continuously along the sides of it, become a “‘ new 
street.’’ Generally speaking the correct guide as to whether a road was a 
‘new street ’’ was if houses had been built on both sides, though that 
was not always necessarily so. The magistrate had to deal with the facts 
of the particular case, and he had found this road was a “‘ new street.’’ 
His decision was right, and must be upheld. Appeal dismissed.— 
CounseL, Macmorran, Q.C., and Glen ; Macaskie. Soxtcrrons, Walter M. 
Willcocks ; T. Blanco White. 


[Reported by E. G. Sr1uiwext, Barrister-at-Law. } 





Solicitors’ Cases. 
Re RICHARD FURBER. C.A.No.2. 22nd and 23rd June. 


Soric11on — Costs — Taxation — Onsections, Time ror — CERTIFICATE — 
ALTERATION or Date—R. 8. C., 1883, orp. 65, Rr. 27. 


Appeal from a decision of Kekewich, J. On the 15th of March, 1897, 
the client, Miss Watkins, obtained an order for the taxation of the bill of 
Richard Furber, who had acted as her solicitor, the question in dispute 
being as to whether the solicitor was entitled to charge the scale fee for 
certain business which he had transacted for the client. The 8 went 
before the taxing-master on the 19th of July, 1897, when he intimated that 
he should allow the charges. The client carried in objections to that 
allowance, and at the next appointment before the taxing-master—viz., on 
the 20th of November, 1897, the taxing-master sustained the client’s 
objections, and disallowed the items in the bill of costs. The 
solicitor did not carry in objections to that disallowance, nor did 
he ask the taxing-master to state his reasons for the disallowance. 
The client asked the taxing-master to state his reasons for 
allowing her objections, which he did when he issued his certificate 
on the 3let of March, 1898. On the 5th of April, 1898, the solicitor 
took out a summons to vary the certificate. The summons came 
on for hearing on the 26th of May last, and was dismissed with costs 
on the ground that the solicitor was then too late, he not having 
previously objected to the disallowance of his charges. The solicitor then 
moved the court to set aside the certificate, and Kekewich, J., made an 
order setting aside the certificate, and directed it to be re-signed and 
dated as at a later date, in order to allow the solicitor to carry in his 
objections to the disallowances. Miss Watkins, the client, appealed, and 
urged that as the solicitor did not carry in objections to the taxation, the 
certificate was conclusive, and the tixation could not now be reviewed. 








be adopted for the determination of questions between the respondents as 


Ry .- a (Linptey, M.R., and Cxrrry and Couurns, L.JJ.) dismissed 
the ap 

Linpiey, M.R., said that the order must be left alone, as it was sub- 
etantially correct. There had obviously been a blunder and a 
of justice. The appeal must be dismissed, but without coste. A 

ismissed without costs —Counsez, Warrington, Q.C., and Stuart Smith ; 
P. Ogden Lawrence, Q.C., and Geo. Hendsrson. Souicrrors, Mear $ Fowler ; 
Richard Furber. 

(Reported by W. Suatitoross Gopparp, Barristcr-at-l_aw. |) 








NEW ORDERS, &c. 


MASTER AND SERVANT. — WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION 
CT, 1897. 
Tue Workmen’s Compensation Rouges, 1898. Darep May 27, 1898. 


Notice to parties against whom Indemnity claimed under scction 4 or section 6, or 
otherwise. 


19. Notice of claim to indemnity under section 4 or section 6, or otherwise. 
Form 13.] Where a respondent claims to be entitled under section 4 or 
section 6 of the Act or otherwise to indemnity over — any person not 
a party to the arbitration, he shall five clear days before the day fixed 
for proceeding with the arbitration, file a notice of his claim, according to 
the form in the Appendix; and the shall seal such notice and 
deliver it to the respondent, who shall serve the same, together with a copy 
of the applicant’s request and particular,s and of the notice served on 
the respondent under Rules 14 and 15, — ed poo: against whom such 
claim is made ; and the provisions of Rule 15 l apply to such service. 

20. If person served makes default in appearing, he is to be deemed to admit 
validity of award against respondent.| If any m eerved with a notice 
under the last preceding rule (hereinafter called the third party) desires 
to dispute the applicant’s claim in the arbitration as against the respond- 
ent on whose bebulf the notice has been given, he must appear before the 
judge on the day fixed for proceeding with the arbitration, or on any day 
to which he may have received notice from the registrar that the arbitra- 
tion has been adjourned or po:tponed ; and in default of his so doing he 
shall be deemed to admit the validity of any award made against such 
respondent, as to any matter which the judge has jurisdiction to decide 
in the arbitration as between the applicant and the respondent, whether 
such award is made by consent or otherwise. 

21. Application to judge for directions as to conduct of arbitration.) (1) The 
third party or the respondent may apply at or before the arbitration to 
the judge for directions; and the judge, upon the hearing of the ap - 
tion, may, if it shall appear desirable so to do, give the third party leave 
to resist the claim of the applicant against respondent upon such 
terms as may be just, or to appear at the arbitration and take such part 
therein as may be just, and generally may give such directions as he s 
think proper. 

(2.) mt the third party obtains leave to resist the claim of the applicant 
againet the respondent, the judge shall have the same power to award 
costs as between the applicant and the third party as he has to award 
costs between the applicant and the respondent. 

22. Judge how far empowered to decide questions as to liability of pene 
(1.) Nothing in these Rules shall empower the judge to decide (other 
than by consent) any question as to the ty of such third party to 
indemnify the respondent, or to make any award in favour of the respon- 
dent t such third y, or to make any further or other order than 
that the third party shall not be entitled in any future proceedings between 
the respondents and such third party to dispute the validity of the award 
as to any matter which the judge has jurisdiction to decide in the arbitra- 
tion as between the applicant and the oer 

(2.) (Conf. Order XI., Rule 2.) ] Provided that, with the consent of the 
respondent and the third party, 

(a.) If the arbitration results in an award in favour of the applicant, or 
is finally decided otherwise than by an award, and the third party 
admits his liability to indemnify the respondent, the judge may, on 
application made to him at or after the hearing of the arbitration 
or the final decision thereof, make such award as the nature of the 
award may require in favour of the respondent against the third 

arty ; provided that execution thereon shall not be issued without 
eave of the judge or registrar until after the satisfaction by the 
respondent of the award against him, or the amount recovered 
Ret Onder XE Rule 3.)] The judge lication f 
(b.) (Conf. O XL, ‘ u ,» On an app ion for 
, > rte order any question as to the ‘Tiability of the third party 
to make the indemnity claimed to be settled, as between the re- 
spondent and the third Party, by arbitration after the arbitration 
between the applicant and respondent, and may on such sub- 
sequent arbitration make such award as the nature of the case may 
require in favour of either party against the other. 

(c.) (Conf. Order XI., Rule 4.)] In any such case the judge may decide 
all questions of costs as between the respondent and the third 
party, and may order either of such parties to pay the costs of the 
other Lay ge any costs ble by such party to any other 
party to the arbitration), or give such directions as to such costs as 
the justice of the case may require. 

23. Claim to indemnity as between respondents. (Conf. Order XI., Rule 5.) 

(1) Where a respondent claims to be entitled to against any 
other respondent, a like notice may be issued and the like procedure may 
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might be issued and adopted if such last-mentioned respondent were a 
third party. 
(2) See Act, section 4.) Provided that where both the undertakers as 
defined by the Act and a contractor with them are made respondents to 
an arbitration, and it is decided in such arbitration that the contractor is 
liable to pay compensation under the Act, the judge may, without any 
consent or admission of liability on the part of such contractor, make an 
award in accordance with paragraph (2) (a) of the last preceding rule in 
favour of the undertakers against the contractor. 

(3.) Nothing herein contained shall prejudice the rights of the applicant 
against any respondent. 


Procedure on Arbitration. 


24. Procedure before Judge.| Subject to the special provisions of these 
Rules, the procedure in an arbitration shall be the same as the procedure 
in an action commenced in the County Court by plaint and summons in 
the ordinary way, and determined by the judge without a jury; and the 
statutory provisions and rules for the time being in force relating to such 
actions shall, with the necessary modifications, apply to such arbitration 
accordingly; and in the application of such provisions and rules the 
applicant’s request for arbitration shall be deemed to be a summons with 
particulars annexed, the day fixed for proceeding with the arbitration 
shall be deemed to be the return day, and the applicant and respondents 
shall be deemed to be plaintiff and defendants respectively. 


Appointment of Medical Referces under Schedule II. Paragraph 13. 


25. Appointment of medical referees under Act, Sched. 2, par. 13.] (1.) 
Subject toand in accordance with regulations made by the Secretary of 
State and the Treasury under paragraph 13 of the second schedule of the 
Act, the judge may, at the hearing of an arbitration, appoint any legally 
qualified medical practitioner appointed by the Secretary of State for the 
purpose of the Act (in these Rules called a ‘‘ medical referee’) to report 
on any matter which seems material to any question arising in the 
arbitration. 

(2.) Regulations made under the said paragraph shall, so far as they 
affect the County Court or an arbitrator appointed by the judge of the 
County Court, and proceedings in the County Court or before any such 
arbitrator, be deemed to be -Rules of Court, and shall have effect 
aa. 

3.) When avy appointment is made as aforesaid, the judge may, 
subject to and in accordance with such regulations, order the injured 
workman to submit himself for examination by the medical referee ; and it 
shall be the duty of the workman, on being served with such order, to 
submit himself for examination accordingly. 


Award, 


* 26. Award. Form 14.) (1.) The award of the judge on any arbitration 
shall be in writing, and shall be sealed, filed, and served on all persons 
affected thereby, and shall be enforceable in the same manner as a judg- 
ment or order of the Court. 

(2.) 52 § 53 Vict. c. 49,8. 7(c).] The judge shall have power at any 
time to correct any clerical mistake or error in such award arising from 
any accidental slip or omission. 


Proceedings before Arbitrator appointed by Judge. 
Appointment of Arbitrator by Judge. 


27. Appointment of arbitrator by judge. Act, Sched. 2, par. 7.) With 
respect to the appointment of an arbitrator by the judge, the following 
provisions shall apply : 

(a.) If with respect to any court the Lord Chancellor, by general order, 
authorizes the settlement by an arbitrator appointed by the judge 
of matters which, in default of such authorization, would be settled 
by the judge, the judge may from time to time, on an application 
being made for the eettlement of any matter, either settle the same 
himself, or he may, with the approval of the Lord Chancellor, 
appoint, by writing under his hand, and filed in the court, an 
arbitrator to settle such matter. 

(4. If with respect to any court the Lord Chancellor makes no such 
general order as aforesaid, then, on an application being made for 
the settlement of any matter, the judge may (if from the state of 
business in the court, or for any other reason, he is unable to settle 
euch matter within a reasonable time) apply to the Lord Chancellor 
to authorize the cettlemeut of such matter by an arbitrator appointed 
by the judge. 

If the Lord Chancellor does not grant such authority, the judge 

shall proceed to settle the matter in accordance with the Act and 

these Rules. 

If the Lord Chancellor grants such authority, the judge may, with 

the approval of the Lord Chancellor, appoint, by writing under his 

hand, and filed in the court, an arbitrator to settle such matter. 

(e. Where pursuant to paragraph 7 of the second schedule to the Act a 
judge of the High Court appoints a new arbitrator in the place of 
an arbitrator appointed by the judge, the party obtaining such 
appointment shall lodge with the —— the order appointing 
such arbitrator, or a duplicate or copy thereof under the seal of the 
High Court ; and thereupon the registrar shall act and the arbitra- 
tion shall proceed in the same manner as if such arbitrator had been 
appointed by the judge. 

Fixing day for Arbitration, 


28. Fixing day and place for proceedings before arbitrator.| Where any 
matter is to be settled by an arbitrator, the judge shall return the copy of 
the request for arbitration to the registrar, with the appointment of such 
arbitrator, to be transmitted to the arbitrator: and the registrar shall 
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transmit the copy of the request and acopy of the appointment to the 
arbitrator, who shall, as soon as conveniently may be, “ppoint 
a day and hour for proceeding with the arbitration, in accordance with Rule 
13, and the provisions of that rule as to the place where an arbitration 
shall be held shall apply. Provided, that where the arbitration is to be 
held atthe place where the Court is held, theday appointed for the arbitration 
shall, if possible, be one on which the Court or other suitable accom. 
modation in the Court House will be available for the arbitration. 


Procedure before Arbitrator. 


29. Procedure before Arbitrator.| (1.) On the day for proceeding with an 
arbitration being fixed the registrar shall proceed according to Rule 14, 
and thenceforward the arbitration shall proceed in the manner as an 
arbitration before the judge; and these Rules shall apply and the officers 
of the Court shall act accordingly, with the substitution of the arbitrator 
for the judge. 

(2.) Provided that— 

(a.) In any case coming within the provisions of paragraph 5 (a) or 
paragraph 5 (6) (i.) of Rule 18, or in any other case in which, after 
an arbitrator has been appointed, but before the day fixed for 
proceeding with the arbitration, the parties agree upon an award, 
the judge may, on application made to him iu or out of court 
on behalf of or with the consent of all parties, settle the matter 
himself ; and thereupon the functions of the arbitrator as to such 
matter shall cease, and the registrar shall forthwith inform him 
that ee has been settled ; _ 

(4.) Any application for the enforcement of or for staying proceedings 
on ‘at bial, which would in the case of an award note by the 
judge, be required to be made to the judge, shall, in the case 
of au award made by an arbitrator, be in like manner made to the 
judge. 

Submission of Question of Law by Arbitrator to Judge. 


30. Submission of question of law by arbitrator to judge. Act, Sched. 2, pa. 
4.] Where an arbitrator (whether agreed on by the parties or oppani 
by the judge) submits any question of law for the decision of the judge 
under paragraph 4 of the second schedule to the Act, such submission 
shall be in the form of a special case. 

(2.) Statement of case.| Such case shall be intituled in the matter of the 
Act and of the arbitration, and shall be divided into paragraphs numbered 
consecutively, and shall state concisely such facts and documents as may 
be necessary to enable the judge to decide the questions of law raised 
thereby. Upon the argument of such case the judge and the parties 
shall be at liberty to refer to the whole contents of such documents, and 
the judge shall be at liberty to draw from the facts and documents stated 
in the case any inference, whether of fact or of law, which might have 
been drawn therefrom if proved at the hearing of an arbitration. 

(3.) Fizing day for hearing. (Order XL., Ruled.) Form15.] Such case 
shall be signed by the arbitrator and sent to the registrar, who shall 
transmit the same to the judge, and the judge shall as soon as con: 
veniently may be appoint a day and hour for hearing the case, and 
instruct the registrar to give notice thereof forthwith to the parties. Such 
day shal! be so fixed as to allow such notice to be given ten days at least 
before the day fixed for the hearing, unless the judge shall, with the 
consent of all parties, fix an earlier day. 

(4.) Copies of case.] The registrar shall, on the application and at the 
cost of any party, furnish him with a copy of the case. 

(5.) Power of judge on hearing of case.| On the hearing of the case the judge 
may, after deciding the question submitted to him, remit the case witha 
memorandum of such decision to the arbitrator, for him to proceed 
thereon in accordance with such decision: or if the decision of the judge 
on the question submitted to him disposes of the whole matter, he ma 
himself make an award in the arbitration in accordance with su 
decision. 

(6.) The judge may remit the case to the arbitrator for a re-statement 
or further statement. 

(7.) Costs of special case.] The judge shall have the same power over 
the costs of a special case as he has over the costs of an arbitration, or he 
may direct that such costs shall be dealt with as costs attending the 
arbitration ; and the provisions of the Act and these Rules as to 
costs shall apply accordingly. 


Subsequent Arbitration in Matter already settled by Arbitrator. 


31. Subsequent arbitration in matter settled by arbitrator.| Where an award 
has been made in any matter by an arbitrator appointed by the judge, 
any subsequent proceedings by way of arbitration in relation to any 
settled by such award shall be taken before the same arbitrator, if his 
services are available for the purpose of such proceedings, unless the 
judge shall otherwise directs 


Appearance of Parties in Arbitration. 


32. Appearance of parties.} (1) A party to any arbitration under the 
Act may appear— 

(a.) In person : 

(b.) Conf. County Courts Act, 1888, sect. 72.] By any solicitor who 
would be entitled to appear for such party in an action in the 
County Court : 

(ec ) By counsel : 

Or, by leave of the judge or arbitrator, a party may appear— 
(d.) By a member of his family : 
(¢.) By @ person in the permanent and exclusive employment of such 


party : 
( f.) In the case of a company or corporation, by any director of the 
company or corporation, or by the secretary or any other officer of 
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any person in the permanent and exclusive employment of the 
company or corporation : 

(g-) By any officer or member of any society or other body of persons of 

which such party is a member or with which he is connected ; or 

(A.) Under special circumstances, by any other person. 

(2.) Conf. County Courts Act, 1888, sect. 72.] No person other than a 
solicitor who appears or acts on behalf of any party in any arbitration 
under the Act shall be entitled to have or recover any fee or reward for so 
appearing or acting, other than such travelling expenses and (in the case 
of a workman or a member of his family) allowance for time (if any) as 
shall be allowed by the judge or arbitrator: provided that nothing in 
these rules contained shall affect the right of counsel to appear or act in 
any arbitration, or the right of any solicitor to recover costs in respect of 
his employment of counsel to appear or act as aforesaid. 


Costs. 


83. Costs.) (1.) Any costs of and incident to an arbitration and the 
proceedings connected therewith directed by the judge or by an arbitrator 
(whether agreed on by the parties or appointed by the judge) to be paid 
by one party to another shali, in default of agreement between the parties 
as to the amount of such costs, be taxed according to such one of the scales 
of corts applicable to actions in the County Court as the judge or 
arbitrator shall direct ; and in default of such direction shall taxed 
according to the scale which would be — if the proceeding had 
been an action in the County Court; and the statutory provisions and 
rules for the time being in force as to the allowance and taxation of costs 
in such actions shall apply accordingly. 

(2.) Where the subject-matter of the arbitration is not a capital sum, 
the judge or arbitrator shall determine wkat, for the purpose of the 
allowance and taxation of costs, shall be considered to be the amount of 
the subject-matter of the arbitration. 

(3.) The judge or arbitrator, in dealing with the question of costs, may 
take into consideration any offer of compensation proved to have been 
made on behalf of the employer. 

(4.) Where any workman submits himself for examination to a medical 
referee under paragraph 11 of the first schedule to the Act, and the certi- 
ficate of the referee is used in any subsequent arbitration, avy reasonable 
travelling and other expenses incurred by the workman in obtaining such 
certificate (if not otherwiee provided for) may, by order of the judge or 
arbitrator, be allowed as costs in the arbitration. 

(5.) Where a workman is ordered to submit himeelf for examination b 
a medical referee appointed to report under raph 13 of the secon 
schedule to the Act, any reasonable expenses incurred by such workman 
in travelling to attend on such referee for examination may, by order of 
the judge or arbitrator, be allowed as costs in the arbitration. 

34. Taxation of costs awarded by arbitrator agreed on by parties.| Where any 
costs are awarded by an arbitrator agreed on by the parties, it shall be the 
duty of the registrar of the court in which a memorandum of the decision 
of the arbitrator is recorded pursuant to paragraph 8 of the second 
echedule to the Act, on application made to him, to tax such costs, and 
toenter in the register the amount of such costs allowed on taxation ; 
aud euch entry shall be deemed to be part of such memorandum, and 
shall be enforceable accordingly. 


Duty of Judge as to taking Notes. 


35. Note to be taken, on request, of question of law raised, §c., and copy fur- 
nished. (Conf. County Courts Act, 1888, ss. 120, 121.)] At the hearng of 
any arbitration or special case the judge, at the request of any party, 
shall make a note of any question of law raised, and of the facts in 
evidence in relation thereto, and of bis decision thereon, and of his decision 
in the arbitration or cn the hearing of the case; and he shall, at the 
expense of any party to cuch arbitration or caee, furnish a copy of the 
note so taken to or allow a copy of the same to be taken by or on behalf 
of such party, and shall sign such copy, whether a notice of motion by 
way of appeal has been served or not. 


Appeals. 


36. Appeals. Act, Sched.2, par. 4. (Order XXXII., Rule 1.)] Appeals 
under paragraph 4 of the second schedule to the Act shall be had in 
a with the provisions of the Rules of the Supreme Court relating 

ereto. 

87. Deposit of order of Court of Appeal with registrar, and procedure thereon. 

(Order XXXII,, Rules 2,4.)] (1.) When the Court of Appeal has given 
judgment on any appeal, any party may deposit the order of the Court of 
Appeal, or an office copy thereof, with the registrar: and the registrar 
shall file such order or copy, and shall transmit a copy thereof to the 
judge: and such order shall have the same effect as if it bad been a 
decision of the judge. 
_ (2.) If such order has the effect cf an award or decision in the matter 
in favour of any perty, such order shall be served and recorded, and may 
be proceeded on, in the same manner as if it had been an award or 
decision of the judge. 

_(3.) If such order be to the effect that an award be made or a decision 
given in favour of any party, the judge ehall make such award or give 
such decision accordingly. 

(4.) If such order directs or involves a re-hearing or further hearing of 
the arbitration or special case, the judge shall as roon as conveniently 
may be appoint a day and hour for such re-hearing or further hearing, 
and shall instruct the regictrar to give notice thereof forthwith to the 


parties. 

(5.) Generally the judge ehall make such award or give such decision, 
and give such directions and take or direct to be taken such proceedings 
4 - matter, as may be necessary to give effect to the order of the Court 





Memorandum under Schedule IT. Paragraph 8. 


38. Memorandum to be sent to registrar. Act, Sched. 2 par. 8. Form 16.] 
(1.) The memorandum as to any matter decided by a committee or by an 
arbitrator or by agreement, which is by ph 8 of the second 
sche lule to the Act required to be sent to the , shall be intituled in 
by port by registered letter adldneewed to the registrar af hs oflce’ a soon 

y post by re; tter ce, as soon 
as may be after the matter has been decided. 

(2.) Where the matter is decided after a medical referee has been 
appointed to report on any matter under 13 of the said second 
schedule, a copy of the of such referee ehall be annexed to the 
memorandum and recorded therewith ; and if such referee attended any 

in the arbitration, it shall be so stated in the memorandum. 

39. Authentication and record of memorandum of decision of committece or 
arbitrator.| If the memorandum purports to be a memorandum of a 
decision of a committee or an arbitrator, and to be signed by the chairman 
and secretary of the committee, y Bhp arbitrator, the registrar shall 
record the memorandum without of its genuineness; and it 
shall be the duty of the committee or abitrator, as soon as may be after 
the decision, to draw up such memorandum and to sign the same or cause 
it to be signed as aforesaid, and to leave or eend the same as aforeeaid, or 
to deliver the same to some party interested, to be by him so left or 
sent. 

40. Authentication and record of memorandum of decision arrived at by 
agreement.| If the memorandum to be a memorandum of a 
decision arrived at by agreement, if such memorandum purports to 
be signed by or on behalf of all parties to such decision, the registrar 
“— record it without further en ee ay ‘ite 

1. Inquiry as to genuineness if suc mm si one % 
Form 17.4 If the memorandum purports to be signed b or ont behalf of 
one or some only of the parties, the msy record the eame ; or he 
may, before recording the eame, send a copy thereof to the other parties 
affected, and request them to inform him whether the memorandum is 
genuine. 

42. Proceedings thereon.| Ifall Sean admit the genuineness of the 
memorandum, or do not dispute it a reasonable time, the registrar 
shall record it without further proof. 

43. Notice if genuineness disputed. Forms 18, 19.] If any disputes 
the crag se of the memorandum, the registrar shall inform or 
by whom it was left with or sent to him of such dispute, and the 
memorandum will not be recorded except with the consent in writing of 
the disputing the same, or by order of the j . 

44. Application to judge to order memorandum to be recorded.| If the con- 
sent mentioned in the last preceding rule cannot be obtained, the party 
by whom the memorandum was left or eent may apply to the judge to 
order the same to be recorded. 


Proceedings for Record of Memorandum or Rectification of Register. 


45. Proceedings on wren for record of memorandum or rectification of 
: 20. 


register. Form See Order XII., Rule 1la.).] The following 
rovisions shall apply to an application for an order that a memorandum 
Eo seccsted, or am eault on to the judge to rectify the register 
t to paragraph 8 of the second schedule of the Act. ? 
(a.) The application shall be made in court on notice in writing, stating 
the relief or order which the icant claims. 
(b.) Such notice shall be filed the registrar, and copies thereof 
shall be served— 
(i.) in the case of an application for an order that a memorandum 
be recorded, on the party disputing such memorandum ; 
a 


(ii.) in the case of an to rectify the on every 
party who would be sted by such Yelena ‘subject to 
the provisions of these Rules as to the to an arbitration ; 


or on the solicitor of such party, ten clear days at least before the 
hearing of the application, unlees the judge or registrar shall give 
leave for shorter notice. 

(c.) On the hearing of the application, witnesses may be orally examined 

in the eame manner as on the hearing of an action. 

(d.) On the mang & the application the judge may make such order 

or give such tions as may be just. 

(e.) The provisions of the Act and these Rules as to the costs of an 

arbitration before the judge shall apply to any such application. 
Costs of Solicitor or Agent wnder Schedule II., Paragraph 12. 

46, Application to determine costs oy & " Act, = 
2, par. 12. Form 21]. The f provisions s' a to an applica- 
in « under J 12 of the second schedule ta the Act for the 
determination of the amount of costs to be paid to a solicitor or agent :— 
judge or arbitrator at or 

tion. 


ance 
(d.) Such notice shall 
aot ands seat said rule, and . 
shall a to the proceedings on suc . 
47. Frncleitte 02 to cub daleian ae. $e.) an order is made by 
jeped ped an arbitrator determining the amount of costs 
a itor or agent, and such solicitor or agent 
a lien for costs on any sum & as 
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deduct any amount for costs from any such sum, the following provisions | 


shall apply : 

(a.) The regi-trar shall, on application made to him, tax such costs. 

(6) Accopy of the order, and, when the amount to which such solicitor 
or agent is entitled has been ascertained by taxation, a memorandum 
of such amount sball, at the request and cost of the solicitor or 
agent, be issued by the registrar for service on the party liable 
to pay the sum awarded as compensation ; and service thereof may 
be effected on euch party in accordance with Rule 15. 

(c.) A memorandum of such order, and when such amount has been 
accertained a memorandum of such amount, shall be recorded in 
the register in which the memorandum or award under which the 
sum awarded as compeneation is payable is recorded, and such last 
mentioned memorandum or award shall have effect subject to such 
order and memorandum. 

(2.) The party liable to pay such compensation shall on demand pay to 
the solicitor or agent the amount t» which he is entitled, but so that 
such party shall not be liable to pay any amount in excess of that 
which he is liable to pay for compensation, or to pay such amount 
by any otker instalments than those by which he is liable to pay 
such compensation. 

(e.) If the party liable to pay such compensation fails on demand to pay 
apy amount which he is liable to pay to such solicitor or agent, the 
judge may, on application made to him on notice to such party in 
accordance with Rule 45, and on proof of the order having been 
eerved on and demand for payment made to such party, order such 
party to pay such eum; and in default of payment the judge may 
order execution to issue to levy such amount. 

(f.) Payment made by or execution levied on the party liable to pay 
such compensation shall be a valid discharge to him as against the 
party entitled to such compensation, to the amount paid or levied. 


Certificate under Section 1, Sub-section 4. 


48. Certificate under Act, sect. 1, sub-sect, 4. Form 22.] (1.) Where an 
action is brought in the County Court to recover damages independently 
of the Act for injury caused by any accident, and the court proceeds 
under tub-section 4 of section 1 of the Act, the c:rtificate given by the 
court sbali be according to the form in the Appendix. 

(2.) The registrar ehall, on receiving a certificate given by any other 
court under the said sub-section, record the eame in like manner as if 
euch certificate were a memorandum as to a matter decided by an arbitra- 
- re to the registrar pursuant to paragraph 8 of the second schedule to 
the Act. 


Execution. 
49. Execution. Form 23. (Conf. Order XXV., Rule 7.)] (1.) Whena 
party liable to pay compensation or costs under any award, memorandum, 
or certificate, has made default in payment of the amount awarded, o 


where payment is to be made by instalments, of any instalment, execution | 
may issue against his goods without leave for the amount in payment of, 


which he has made default. 


(2.) Where such sum is not payable into court, the party applying for 


execution shall satisfy the registrar, by affidavit or otherwise, as to the 
amount in payment of which default has been made. 


Suspension of Proceedings or Weekly Payments on Refusal to Submit to Examina- 
ticn under Paragraph 3 or Paragraph 11 of Schedule 1. 


(50.) Application to stay proceedings before or after award on refusal of 
workman to submit to examination under Act. Sched. 1, par. 3 or par. 11 
Form 24 Jn any case in which an arbitration is pending, or an award 
has been made or a memorandum recorded or a certificate given, and the 
— or any person by whom the employer is entitled to be indemni- 
fi eges that the workman who claims or haz been awarded compen- 
sation refuses to eubmit himself for examination in accordance with 
paragraph 3 or paragraph 11 of the first schedule to the Act, or obstructs 
such examination, such employer or other person may apply to the judge 
or arbitrator to stay be ep in the arbitration or to suspend the 
weekly payments awarded until such examination has taken piace. 

(2.) Such application shall be made in or out of court in accordance 
with Rule 45, and the provisions of the said rule shall apply to the 
proceedings on such application, with the following modifications : 

(a.) The notice shall be served five clear days at least before the hearing 
of the application, unless the judge or registrar shall give leave for 
shorter notice; and 

(.) Where the application is made after award, it chall in every case be 
made to the judge. 


Applications against Insurers under Section 5. 


51. Application against insurers under sect.5. (Conf. Order XXVIa., Rule1) 
Form 25.) Where a workman claims to be entitled under section 5 of the 
Act toa charge on any sum to which any employer is entitled from insurers 


such workman may, upon lodging with the registrar of the court in which | 


the memorandum or award or certificate under which the employer is liable 
to pay compensation is recorded an affidavit made by the applicant or his 
solicitor, setting forth the circumstances in which the applicant claims to be 
entitled to such charge, enter a plaint to obtain payment of such sum, or so 
much thereof as may be sufficient to satisfy the compensation which the 
employer is liable to pay to the workman. 

22. Summons thereon. Form 26. (Conf. Order XX VIa., Rule 1).] There- 


upon a summons calling upon the insurers to show cause why they should 
not pay into court the sum to which the employer is entitled from them, or 
so much therecf as may be sufficient to satisfy the compensation which the 
employer is liable to pay to the workman, shall be issued by the registrar for 
pervice on the insurers. 


53. Servic: of summens, and procedure thereon, (C_nf. Order XXVIa.) Forme 
28, 29.] Such summons shall be served in accordance with the provisions 
of Rule 15, and when so served shall bind in the hands of the insurers all 
sums due, owing, or accruing from them to the employer in respect of the 
compensation which he is liable to pay to the workman under the memo. 
| randum or award or certificate; and, subject to these Rules, the procedure 
| on such summons shall be the same as if the applicant had obtained a judg. 
| ment or order for the payment of money against the employer, and the sum 
| to which the employer is entitled from the insurers were a debt due, owing, 
| or accruing from the insurers to the employer, and the applicant had issued 
a garnishee summons against the insurers: and the provisions of Rules 5 to 
9 and 11 to 13 of Order XXVIa. shall, with the necessary modifications, 
apply to such summons and the procedure thereon. 

04. Provisions for notice to employer, or assigner, $c. Form 27.) It shall 
not be necessary in the first instance to give notice of the issue of the 
summons to the employer or his assignee (or, in cise of bankruptcy, to the 
official receiver or other trustee, cr, in case of liquidation of a company, to 
the provisional or other liquidator), but the judge or registrar may at any 
time direct such notice to be given ; and thereupon the registrar shall issue 
for service on the person to whom such notice is directed to be given a copy 
of the summons, together with a notice signed by the registrar himself 
and under the seal of the court, giving notice to such persoa as to the day on 
which he is to attend at the court, ani that if he does not attend, cither in 
person or by his solicitor, at the place and timo mentioned in the notice, such 
order will be made and proceedings taken as the judge may think fit; and 
such summons and notice shall be served in accordance with the provisions 
of Rule 15. 

55. Provisions as to weekly payments payable by insurers.) Where the 
amount which the employer is liable to pay to a workman as compensation 
is a weekly payment, and such employer is entitled to a weekly payment of 
the same or any less amount from insurers in respect of such amount, the 
judge may order the insurers to pay such weekly payment direct to tho 
workman. In any such casa the insurers shall have the sime rights as the 
employer with respect to the review or redemption of such weckly pay- 
ment. 

56. Application against two or more sets of insurers.| Where an employer 
is entitled to separate sums from separate insurcrs iu respect of the emount 
due to a workman, all or any two or more of such insurers may be made 
parties to one application. 

57. (1.) Apportionment of sum payable by insurers, where more persons than 
one ave entitled to compensation .| Where it appears on any application under 
section 5 of the Act that the employer is liable to pay compensation in respect 
of more accidents than one, or to more workmen than one, either under one 
award or memorandum or certificate, or under two or more separate awards 
or memorandums or certificates, and that such employer is entitled to any 
sum from insurers in respect of the amounts due uader such liability, but 
such sum is not sufficient to satisfy the whole of the amounts due under such 
liability, and has not, as between the employer and the insurers, been appor- 
| tioned between such amounts or appropriated exclusively to some only of 
| such amounts, the judge may order the insurers to pay such sum into coutt, 
| and may, after notice given to the persons entitled to compensation in such 
| manner as the judge shall direct, apportion such sum between the several 
| perscns entitled to compensation in such manner as may be just. For the 
| purpose of any such apportionment, the judge may order any weekly pay- 
| ment to be redeemed, and may appoint any cne or more proper person of 
| persons to represent any other persons having the same interest, and may 
| direct any necessary inquiries or accounts to be made or taken, and generally 
may give such directions and’make such orders, as to costs or otherwise, as 
may be just. 

(2) Transfer and consolidation of proceedings for this purpose.] Where the 
employer is liable to pay compensation as aforesaid under two or more 
separate awards or memorandums or certificates recorded in the same court, 
the judge may for the purposes of this rule order the proceedings under such 
awards or mernorardums or certificates to be consolidated ; and where ths 
employer is liable under separate awards or memorandums or certificates 
| recorded in different courts, the judge of the court in which the summons 
the insurers is issued may either request the judge of the other courtto 
transfer the proceedings in such other court to the first-mentioned court, or 
may himself transfer the proceedings in the first mentioned court to such 
other court ; and such orders for transfer and consolidation of proceedings 
may be made as may be just and expedient for the purpose of dealing with 
the matter in the manner most convenient to the several persons entitled 
compensation. ae 

58. Discovery in aid of application under sect. 5. Order XXV., Rule 52.) 
In any case in which the circumstances are such tbat an application may be 
made under section 5 of the Act, the provisions of Order XXV. Rule 52, 
to discovery in aid of execution shall apply in the same manner as if the 
employer were a debtor liable under a judgment or ordcr; and such prove 
sions may be resorted to either before or after an application is made. 








Payment and Application of Money directed to be Invested. 


59. Payment into court and application of money directed to be invested. Ad, 
sect, 5, and Sched, 1, pars, 6, 7,13. (Order IX., Rules 21, 22).] Where 
pursuant to paragraphs 6 and 7 or paragraph 13 of the first schedule to the 
Act, or pursuant to section 5 of the Act, any sum is agrecd or is ordered by 
a committee or an arbitratur, or by the judge, to be invested in the Post 
Office Savings Bank by the registrar in his name as registrar, or to be p 
into the Post Office Savings Bank in the name of the registrar, the following 
provisions shall apply :— 

(a.) Lhe registrar of the court in which the memorardum of the agret- 
ment or of the order of the committee or arbitrator under which such 
sum is to be invested is recorded, or, in the case of an award by 
the judge or an arbitrator appointed by him, or of an order made by 
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the judge under section 5 of the Act, the registrar of the court in 
which the award or order was made, shall, on the memorandum or 
award or order being recorded, receive the sum to be invested from 
tho party by whom the same is payable. 
Immediately on such sum being paid, or on payment thereof being 
enforced, the registrar shall invest the same in accordance with the 
agreement, award, or order, and shall record such payment and 
investment in the spegial register hereinafter mentioned. 
(c.) Any sum so paid and invested shall be paid out of court or ctherwise 
disposed of in accordance with the agréement, award, or order under 
which the same is paid and invested, and, subject to the terms of such 
agreement, award, or order, in such manner as the judge from time to 
time shall direct, on application made to him in accordance with Rules 
21 and 22 of Order 1X. 


Proceedings in one Court as to subject-matter of Award or Memorandum 
recorded in another Court. 


60. Filing of certified copy of Memorandum, §¢c., recorded in one court under 
Act, sched, 2, par 8, befure taking subsequent proseedings in another court 
unter par. 9.) Where an award, or a memorandum under paragraph 8 of the 
second schedule to the Act, or a certificate under sub-section 4 of section 1 
of the Act, has been recorded in any court, and any party desires to take any 
subsequent proceedings with reference to the subject-matter of such award, 
memorandum, or certificate in any other court under paragraph 9 cf the said 
schedule, he shall before taking such proceedings obtain from the registrar 
of the first-mentioned court a certified copy of such award, memorandum, or 
certificate, and shall file the same in the court in which he desires to take 
procecdings, and the registrar of such last-mentioned court sha'l record 
the same as if it had been an award made in or a memo:andum or certificate 
sent to the court. 


~~ 


(. 


Transfer of Froceedings. 

61. Transfer. Conf. County Courts Act, 1888, s. 85. (Order VIII., Rule 
9).] If the judge shail be satisfied by any party to any matter under the 
Act pending in his court that such matter can be more conveniently pro- 
ceeded with in any other court, he may order such matter to be transferred 
to such other court ; and thereupon the registrar shall forthw:th transmit by 
registered post to the registrar of the court to which such matter is trans- 
ferred all original documents filed in such matter, and a certified copy of 
all records made with reference to such matter, and shall transfer to such 
last mentioned court any money invested in his name as registrar; and 
thenceforth such matter shall be procecded with in thc court to which it is 
transferred in the same manner as if it had originally been commenced 
therein. The provisions of Order VIII., Rule 9, shall apply to any such 
transfer or application for a transfer. 

Filing and Service of Docurents and Notices. 

62. (1) Where any document is to be filed with the registrar under these 
Rules, that document may be so filed by delivering it at the office of the 
registrar, or by sending it by post addressed to the registrar at his office. 

(2) Where any document is to be so filed, there shall be filed with the 
original document a3 many copies of the document as there are persons to 
whom copies of the document or any part thereof are to be sent by the 
registrar, and in addition a copy for the use of the judge or arbitrator. 

(3) Where any document is under these Rules to be sent to any person by 
the registrar, that document may be sent by post. 

(4) Act, sect. 2, sub-secs. 2 to 5.) Any proceeding, document, or notice 
which is under these Rules to be served on any party may be served on such 
party by the opposite party or his solicitor; and where no special provision 
as to the mode of service is made by these Rules, any such proceeding, docu- 
ment, or notice may be served on such party, or where ha acts by a solicitor, 
on his solicitor, in manner provided by tub-sections 2 to 5 of section 2 of the 
Act with reference to service of notice in respect of an injury. 


Procedure Generally. 


63. Provisions as to parties acting by solicitors, end as to substituted service 
and notice in lieu of service. (Order XXIII, Rule 4; Order LI, Rules 1 to 
6).] The provisions of Order XXIII., Rule 4, and Order LL, Rules 1 to 6, 
as to parties acting by solicitors, and as to substituted service and notice of 
lieu of service, thall apply to proceedings under the Act. 

64. Procedure where not otherwise provided for. See Tithe Rules 57.} 
Where any matter or thing is not specially provided for undor these Rules, 
the same procedure shall be followed and the same provisions sball apply, 
as far as practicable, as in a similar matter or thing under the County 
Vourts Act, 1888, and the rules made in pursuance of that Act. 

Record of Proceeding s.—Special Register. 

65. Record of proceedings before judge or-arbitrator. Special register. 
Form 30.) Proceedings under the Act before the judge or an arbitrator 
appointed by him shall be recorded in the books of the Court in the manner 
in which other proceedings in the Court are recorded; and the registrar 
shall also keep a special register for the purposes of the Act, in which he 
shall record— 

(2.) A memorandum of every application made to the judge for the settle- 

ment of any matter by arbitration ; 

(.) A memorandum of every appointment of an arbitrator made by the 
judge or by a judge of the High Court ; 

(¢.) A memorandum of every proceeding taken in any arbitration before 
the judge or an arbitrator prior to the award ; 

(d.) A wemorandum of every appointment of a medical referee by the 
judge or arbitrator, and of his report, and if he is requested to attend 
any proceeding in the arbitration, of such request and attendance ; 

(.) A memorandum of every award made by the judge, or by an arbi- 


(f.) A copy of every certificate under sub-section 4 of section 1 of the Act 
given by the court, or sent to the registrar from any other court : 

(g-) A memoraadum of every — case submitted to the judge, and of 
the proceedings and order thereon ; 

(4) A a of every judgment given Ly the Court of Appeal on 
any appeal ; 

(i.) A copy of wy! memorandum sent to the 
paragraph 8 of the second schedule to the Act, and of the report (if 
any) of the medical referee annexed thereto, with a note stating 
whether such memorandum was recorded without further proof, or 
after inquiry, or by order of the judge ; 

(j.) If such memorandum is recorded after inquiry, a memorandum of 
the inquiries made and of the result ther :of ; 

(4.) If such memoranéum is recorded by order of the judge, a memo- 
randum of the application to the judge, and of the order made 


registrar pursuant to 


thereon ; 

(2.) A memorandum of the result’of every taxation of costs under any 
such memorandum, or under any award or order; 

(m.) A memorandum of every application to rectify the register in 
respect of any memorandum, and of the proceedings and order 
thereon ; 

(n.) A memorandum of every application to the judge or arbitrator, under 

ph 12 of the second schedule to the Act, to determine the 
amount of costs to be paid to a solicitor or agent, and of the pro- 
ceedings and order thereon, and of the result of any taxation under 
such order ; 

(0.) A copy of every certified copy filed pursuant to Rule 60; 

(p.) A memorandum of every proceeding taken in the Court for the stay 
of any proceedings or the enforcement of any award, order, 
memorandum, or certificate, and of the result of such proceeding ; 

(q.) A memorandum of every application to the judge for an order against 
insurers under section five of the Act, and of the proceedings under 

__ such application, and the order made thereon ; 

(r.) A memorandum of every sum paid into court and invested by the 


registrar ; 

(s.) A memorandum of every application made to the court with reference 
to any such sum, and of every order made on such application, and of 
the manner in which such sum is applied or disposed of ; 

(t.) A memorandum of every application for transfer, and of the order 
thereon, and the proceedings under such order ; 

(u.) The like memorandum as to every matter transfcrred to the Court as 
would have been recorded as to such matter if it had been originally 
commenced and prosecuted in the Court ; 

(v.) A memorandum of any other matter which the judge shall order to be 
recorded with reference,to any matter brought into or proceeding 
taken in the Court under the Act. 


Matters, how distinguished. 


66. Matters, how distinguished. (Conf. Order II., Rule 3).) Every 
matter brought into the Court under the Act shall be intituled in the matter 
of the Act, and shall be distinguished by a separate number in addition to 
the number of the plaint (if any); and all documents filed and subsequent 
roceedings taken in the Court with reference to such matter l be 
intituled in like manner, and shall be distinguished by the same number; 
and the entries made in the special regi with respect to each such 
matter shall be entered together, and shall be kept separate from the 
entries with respect to any other matter. 

Forma. 
67. Forms in Appendix or like forms may be used. See Tithe Rules, 58.) 
The forms in the Appendix, where applicable, and where they are not 
applicable forms of the like character, with such variations as the circum- 
stances, may require, may be used in procsedings under the Act. 
[There is a long appendix of porto, 





TRANSFER OF ACTION, 
Orper or Covert. 
Monday, the 27th day of June, 1898, 
I, Hardinge Stanley, Earl of Halsbury, Lord High Chancellor of Great 


Britain, do hereby order that the action mentioned in the Schedule hereto 
shall be transferred to the Honourable Mr. Justice Wright. 


SCHEDULE. 
Mr. Justice Romer (1898—G.—No. 1,232). : 
In re Godfrey Giles & Co, Limited Armstrong & Co v Godfrey Giles & 
Co, Limited 








There are to-day, says the St. James's Gazette, 5,526 more certified 
lunatics in this comnay oe were two yearsago. That is the start- 
ling statement contained fh annual of the Commissioners in 
Lunacy which was presented to Parliament on Wednesday. 
forget that it has been officially pointed out that the recent apparent 
aie in the number of may saa por 4 by ys — Ned 
regulation leading to larger numbers of patients being wo 

Commissioners’ a But we find it very difficult to believe that these 
swarms of lunatics are anything like entirely accounted for by the sweep 
of thenet. The meaning of the figures will be more clearly r when 
we point out that, as there are 102,000 persons (in England and Wales 
only) who are officially certified to be insane, more than 5 per cent. has 
been added to their number in the last two years. There is now one 





trator appointed by him; 


lunatic to every 308 sane people. 
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LAW SOCIETIES. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


The annual general meeting of the members of this society will be held on Friday, the 15th of July, at two p.m. precisely, for the election of g 
—— and vice president of the society; of twelve members of the council, in place of ten members who go out of o‘fice in rotation, and of 

r. James Curtis Lemon and Mr. Nathaniel Tertius Laurence, deceased ; of three auditors ; and for other purposes of the society. 

The following are the names of the menibers who go out of office by rotation, and, so far as is known, allof them, with the exception of Sip 
Thomas Paine and Mr. F. H. Janson, will be nominated for re-election : 


Mr. William Godden. 

,, Frederick Halsey Janson. 
,, Grinham Keen. 

Sir Thomas Paine. 

Mr. Richard Pennington. 

Sir Albert K. Rollit. 

Mr. W. M. Walters. 

», William Williams. 

», Arthur Wightman. 

» W. H. Winterbotham, 


June 28, 1898. 





The following is a list of qualified members of the society who have been nominated as members of the council to be elected at the annual 
general meeting : 


The Candidates whose Names are marked thus (*) go out of Office by rotation. 





ceived. 





1898 


26 


26 


June 


| ° Weld) 


| 


Name of Candidate. Address. Names of Nominators. 


R. du Cane ... asi mm 

( Chas. P. Johnson ... ae 
7 } Wm. Godden oe ‘a 
|\ OC. B. Margetts_... 
mi a sii 

|) Edward F. Turner... 
101, Leadenhall-street, E.C. eee | } Wm. Godden 


C. B. Margetts 


a Witham 1, Gray’s-inn-equare... 


(Witham, Roskell, Munster, ‘& 


Henry James Johnson aon aye 
(Waltons, Johnson, Bubb, & 
Whatton) 


eee 


*Grinham Keen H. Morten Ootton... —« 


24, Knightrider-street, E.C. Alex. Crossman 





10 | 


10 | 





| 


ll ! 


20 | 


4 | 
20 | 
20 





(Godden, Son, & Holme) af | 
| wit “ 


(Keen, Rogers, & Co.) , 


*William Godden... ... Fredk. Maples 


§ 
( 
. ‘ j se 
34, Old Jewry, E.C. eee -- |) Leonard J. Maton... 
{ Benjamin G. Lake... 
t 


*William Melmoth Walters James S. Beale 


9, New-square 


(Walters, Deverell, Walters, 
Wood, & Walters) 
*Arthur Wightman ... Sheffield = ; ed. ane a = 


(Broomhead, Wightman, & Moore) Sir Henry A. White 


Edward H. Whitehead 
William Godden ... ee 
Charles Berkeley Margetts 
j H. Morten Cotton... ... 
( W. Arthur Sharpe... 

( Harold Brown 
{ 


| 
1, The Sanctuary, Westminster | 


Harry Wilmot Lee ... 
(Lee, Bolton, & Lee) 





*William Howard Winterbotham 
(Waterhouse, Winterbotham, 


Harrison, & Co.) ) eve 
Charles Stewart 57, Coleman-street, E.C. ove ) am = geet 


(Markby, Stewart, & Co.) |' Charles Berkeley Margetts 


| nl 
*William Williams ... ... | 32, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, W.C. ... | { 2°m8e Bdgar Frere 


1, New-court, Carey-street, W.C, 








(Currie, Williams, & Williams) | 
“Richard Pennington ... | 64, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, W.C.... a am lowe... 
_(Pennington & Son) ‘odd - 
“Sir Albert K. Rollit . 3, Mincing-lane, E.C., and Hull | ya a Lowe... 
(Rollit & Sons) | Joseph Harris... 
| || J. B. Tippetts 
William Smith _... 
Grantham Robert Dodd | 54, New Broad-street, E.C. pena: Teacmcon 


|} Thomas Llanwarne 
| | Joseph Carless 
| ee H. Stephens 
| GW. F. Blandy 
tao, 
Richard Melvill Beachcroft ®, Thesteld’s-004, WC. .. |p eee 
(Beachcroft, Thompson, Hay, & , } E. Venghen Thompemty ..- 


Ledward) | Wm. Winter 


Address. 





Gray’s-inn. 
| 9, Lincoln’s-inn. 
| 34, Old Jewry, E C. 


- | Huntingdon. 
- | New Bank-bldgs., 31, Old Jewry, E.0, 


101, Leadenhall-street, E.C, 


«- | 34, Old Jewry. 
- | Huntingdon. 


| 4, Bream’s-buildings, W.C. 
16, Theobald’s-road, W.C. 
6, Frederick-place, Old Jewry. 
21, Cannon-street, E.C. 


.- | 10, New-square, Lincoln’s-inn, W.9. 
. | 21, Great George-street, S.W. 


. | Sheffield. 


| Sheffield. 
14, Great Marlborough-street, S.W. 


. | 29, Spring-gardens. 


34, Old Jewry. 
Huntingdon. 

4, Bream’s-buildings, W.C. 
12, New-court, Carey -street, W.C. 
2, Bond-court, Walbrook. 
New Bank-buildings, E.C. 
34, Old Jewry, City. 
Huntingdon. 

28, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, W.C. 
1, Bedford-row, W.C. 

9, Bedford-row, W.C. 

2, Temple-gardens, E.C. 

9, Bedford-row, W.C. 

2, Temple-gardens, E.C. 
42, New Broad-street, E.C. 
11, Maiden-lane, E.C. 
Sheffield. 

Rochester. 

Hereford. 

Hereford. 

Cardiff. 

Reading. 

34, Old Jewry. 

64, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

9, Theobald’s-road. 

16, Bedford-row. 


List or Quatirizep Members or THE SoctETY PROPOSED AS PRESIDENT AND VICE-PaRESIDENT OF THE SocigTy, TO BE ELECTED AT THE 


SAME MERTING. 


| ( Emest Todd ae 
‘|| Edmund K. Blyth... 

| { Benjamin G. Lake... 
* || Thomas Rawle 


b fas 
Ongreg Berkeley Margette (8 | runtingdon 


Henry Manisty (as Vice-President) | 1, Howard-street, W.C.... 
(Nicholl, Manisty, & Co.) 


9, Bedford-row, W.C. 

112, Gresham Hous;, E.C. 

10, New-square, Lincoln‘s-inn, W.C. 
1, Bedford-row, W.C. 





List or Quatirrep Persons pRoposep AS AUDITORS OF THE SocrgTY, TO BE ELECTED AT THE SAME MEETING. 


Arthur Gecrge Guillemard 


... | 20, Whitehall-place, 8.W. vue | { Seen O. Meynell 


A.T. Whatley .. 
ot 6, Raymond-bldgs., Gray’s-inn | ee errno 

| ( Joseph Prior hed 
we B. . Tweedie... oe 


Edward Henry Nash évé 


John S. Chappelow, F.C.A. 


... | 10, Lincoln’s-inn-fields... 


20, Whitehall-plice, S.W. 

27, Lincola’s-inn-fislds. 

6, Raymond-buildings, Gray’s-inn. 
18, New Bridge-street, E.0. 

61, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

5, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
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LEGAL NEWS. 
OBITUARY. 


His Honour Judge Bspwett died on Monday at 11, Waldegrave-gardens, 

Strawberry-hill, the residence of his son-in-law, at the of seventy 

. Mr. Bedwell was the eldest son of Mr. Francis Robert Bedwell, 

trar of the Court of Chancery. He was educated at ——T and 

was called to the bar in 1855, and was appointed Judge of County 
Court Circuit No. 16 (Hull, Malton, &c.) in 1874. 


The death is announced of Mr. Joun Humpurtes Hopson, Town Clerk 
and Clerk of the Peace for the City of Lichfield, on the 24th ult., from 
heart disease. Mr. Hodson was edmitted in 1861, and was a member of 
the firm of Messrs. Hinckley, Hodson, & Brown. He served in the 

ity of Mayor of Lichfield in 1884. He was elected town clerk in 1887, 
and subsequently succeeded to the clerkship of the peace. He was 
steward and clerk to many charities at Lichfield. 


The death is announced of the Honourable Witttam Anrnony Mvs- 
crave Suerirr, for many years a judge of the Supreme Court at 
Demerara, at the age of fifty-four years. Mr. Sheriff was educated in 
France and at Balliol College, Oxford, and was called to the bar st the 
Middle Temple. He was appointed Attorney-General of Grenada, West 
Indies, in 1872, and was subsequently Attorney-General at the Bahamas 
and Chief Justice of British Honduras. He subsequently went to the Straits 
Settlements, and afterwards to Demerara, being appointed Puisne Judge 
in 1890. 





APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Cuartes Cxare Scort, barrister, of the South-Eastern Circuit, has 
been elected a Bencher of the Honourable Society of the Middle Temple 
in succession to Sir Francis Villeneuve Smith, resigned. 

Mr. W. Russgit Gatrrtrus, barrister, has been appointed Recorder of 
Bedford, in the place of Mr. John Thomas Abdy, resigned. 





CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
DissoLuTion. 


Hvusert Srantzey Lvsn and Joun Rostsson, 
Robinson), Portsmouth. June 11. 


solicitors (Lush & 
[ Gazette, June 24. 





GENERAL, 


Mr. T. R. Hughes, Q.C., one of the new Queen’s Counsel called within 
the bar, will practice in Mr. Justice Byrne’s court. 


The following gentlemen have been co-opted additional members of the 
General Council of the Bar in order that every branch of the bar and 
every circuit may be adequately represented thereon —namely, Mr. Cripps, 
Q.C., Mr. Aspinall, Q.C., Mr. E. P. Wolstenholme, Mr. P. S. Gregory, 
Wr. J. Eldon Bankes, and Mr. H. L. Stephen. 


Judge Woodfall, who has been recently appointed to the Devon County 
Oourt, was entertained at dinner on Monday by the members of the South 
Wales Circuit. Mr. Bowen Rowlands, Q C., the leader of the circuit, 
presided, and among the former members of the circuit who attended was 
the Lord Chancellor. 


On the 23rd ult., at the Old Bailey, Me. Justice Grantham said that the 
Testaments on which witnesses were sworn had been in use in the court 
for a great number of yearz, and he thought it wastime that the City of 
London or the autbor.ties, whoever they were, provided the court with 
new ones. After consulting with Mr. Read, Deputy-Clerk of Arraigns. 
Mr. Justice Grantham eaid the Testaments had been in use for so many 
years that it was not known what their origin was or who was responsible 
for providing new ones. 


On the question of flogging sentences by the judges, says the Daily 
News, a recent return to the House of Commons contains some curious 


information. The records are as follow: 

Criminals Total number 

convicted. of strokes. 
1883 to 1897 ... Mr. Justice Day .. ... 137 3,766 
1888 to 1897 .. Mr. JusticeGrantham... 31 eee. 688 
1891 to 1897 ... Mr. Justice Lawrance ... 9 oan 195 
1892 to 1897 ... Mr. Justice Bruce a ae we 509 
1892 to 1897 ... Mr. Justice Ovllins —— ss 255 
1885 to 1897 ... Mr. Justice Wills Pan 7 Soi 128 
1894 to 1898 ... SirCharlesHall, Recorder 44 ve 829 
1892 to 1897 ... Sir Forrest Fulton, 39 oes 557 


Common Serjeant 


The Manz Sun says that the members of the Manx bar have decided to 
adopt the barristers’ wig, and it is their intention to make their first appear- 
ance in public in their wigs on Tynwald Day. If it happens to be a very 
hot day the stout members may regret the decision, and there may be some 
difficulty in acting up to the due iy ood of the adornment, but once the 
lawyers make up their minds to at it is hard to shake them off, so 
we may prepare ourselves to accept the new situation asa matter of fact. 
The new wigs are described as follows: *‘ The wig is made of horse hair, 
the curls are fixed at both ends so as not to unravel, the is " 
every hair being fastened at both ends, so that there is nothlag to come 
undone or get disordered, and, consequently, does not require re-dressing, 
Which was a very troublesome feature in the old-time , when they 
were besprinkled plentifully with powder, and required con’ atten-— 





tion. i to of She suey RN ees y ventilated, and 
weighs just over two ounces. The wigs are She mon Ede & Son, 
robemakers (by special appointment) to her Majesty the Queen and 
H.R.H. the Prince of Wales, K G,”’ 








COURT PAPERS. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 


Rota or Reoistrars m ATTENDANCE ON 


Date AprgaL Couat Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
. No. 2. Norra. Sriauixo. 
Mr. Ward Mr. Rolt Mr. Farmer 
Godfrey King 
Ward Rolt Farmer 
Pem! God! 
Ward Rolt Farmer 
Godfrey 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Kexewica. Romer. Bvase. 
Mr. Pugh Mr. Jackson Mr. Beal 
Lavie Carrington Leach 
Pagh Jackson Beal 
Lavie Leach 
Pugh Jackson Beal 
Lavie Carrington Leach 





HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 
Trinity Srrrixes, 1898. 
Sreciat Parzr. 


For Argument. 
In re an Arbtn between Gubbins & anr and The Londonand Blackwall Ry 
Co and The Great Eastern Railway Co s o referred to Arbitrator 


special case 

In re an Arbtn between Spillers & Bakers, ld, and H Leetham & Sons 
8 o for case to be stated in form of award special case 

Piers v Read & ors ints of law 

Weyman & Hitchcock v Clayton & Shuttleworth case 

In re an Arbtn between James Glen & ors and John Oraren Glen & ant 
special case 

Oprposgp Mortons. 


Ball v Williams s 0 award to go back for amendment 

In t= Solicitor, Expte Iccorporated Law Soc so report to go back to 
Society 

In re a Solicitor, Expte Same 80 —— referred back for further report 

Chiverton v Chiverton s o for amendment 

Perfecta Seamless Steam Tube Co. v Wood Bros. 

In re A. Newman & In re C. H. Newman & anr. (expte. the Sheriff of 
Middlesex) 

Finn v Lawson ? 

W. C. Jones ld v Woreley Bros ld 

In re an Arbtn between Spillers & Bakers ld. and H. Leetham & Soxs 

-~ an Arbtn between Newcastle & Gateshead Water Works Oo. & Earl 

ercy 

The Clarendon Hotel ld. v Lowe 

In re a Solicitor v Expte. Incorporated Law Soc 

Manley v Notton 

Mitchell & anr. v Brenard & anr 

In re an Arbtn between John Crosbie Aitken Henderson & George Louis 
Outram Davidson 

Crown Parsr. 


For Judgment. 


For Argument. 

Pembrokeshire The Queen v Mayor, &c, of Pembroke (expte Local 
Government Board) nisi for mandamus to obey order of Govern- 
ment Board 

Yorkshire, W R W Riding of Yorkshire Rivers Board & anr v Gold- 
thorpe & anr quarter sessions, sec 14, sub-sec 2, of the West Riding 
of Yorkshire Rivers Act, 1894. appellants’ appeal 

Dorsetshire Brown v Patch trate’s case 

kamenien, Liverpcol Welsby v Mayor, &c. of Liverpool county court 
plt’s app 

lenamhiine Ashton-under-Lyne London & North-Western Ry Oo v 
Evans county court pits’ opp 

Met Pol Dist The Queen v » Esq. Met Pol Mag & Collins (expte 
Medical Council) nisi to hear and dcetzc.nine ap; 

Met. Pol Dist. A & ors. v Vestry of Fulham te’s case 
County of London The Queen v Vestry of St. Mary, Islington (expte 
Williams) nisi for mandamus to pre; scheme of sewers 

Middlesex, Westminister Howcroft v k county court dft’s 
Hampshire, Bournemouth Driscoll vy Kemp & aur. county court plt’s 


a 
> ora Liverpool Smith & ors. v Ray county court dft’s app 
Staffordshire, Lichfield Altree v Altree (Staffordshire Financial Co. 


clmts. count: court clmte’ 
Hortfordehine Watford Wyand + Wealdstone Urban District Council 


West Ham Kinnaird v Cory 





county court plt’s app 
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Middlesex The Queen v Sharpe & ora, Esqs, Jj. (expte. Ellis) Nis! 
for mandamus to Jj., and license 

— Whitehaven Sim v Lewthwaite & Wife county court 
plt’s app 

Glamorganshire, Swantea Bailey y Watson & Co county court dft’s 


app 
Lancashire, Warrington Haynes vy Johnson & anr county court dft’s 


app 
Montgomeryshire Mayor, &c. of Liverpool v Overseers of Llanwddyn & 
ors quarter sessions special case appellants’ appeal 
Hampshire, Bournemouth Simmonds yv Rohes county court dft’s app 
Worcestershire, Stourbridge Foley v Nock county court dft'’s app 
Middlecex, Clerkenwell Jackman v Powell 


Revenve Paper. 
For Hearing. 


Cause by English Information. 
Attorney-Gen and Earl Cowley 
Cases as to Income Tax. 
be — & Oriental Steam Navigation Co. & Leslie (Surveyor of 
‘axes, 
Thomas Turner (Leicester) ld. & Rickman (Surveyor of T'axes) 








THE PROPERTY MART. 
SALES OF THE ENSUING WEEK. 


July 4.—Messrs. Doveias Youxe & Co., at the Angel Hotel, Ilford, at 7 p.m., Leasehold 
Properties at Ilford, producing £143 per annum, Solicitors, Messrs. Pettiver & 
Pearkes, London. (See advertisements, June 25, p. 604.) 

July 4.—Messrs, Notury & Co., at the Mart, at 2, Wilmington House, Dartford, Kent, 
one mile and a quarter from the railway station, an important Residential Estate of 
75 acres, including an interesting Queen Anne house, placed onahill Solicitors, 

Farrer & Co., R. T. Tasker, Esq., and Messrs. C. F. Kemp, Ford, & Co., 
London. (See advertisement, June 25, p. 3.) 

July 5.—Messrs. Desexnam, Tewson, Farmer, & Bripcrwarer, at the Mart, at 2,a 
superior detached Family Residence, The Grange, Highgate, of imposing elevation, 
standing in the midst of beautiful grounds of about four acres, and a handsome stone 
terrace modelled on the same lines and details as the Borghese Gardens in Rome; on 
lease direct from the Ecclesiastical Commissioners for 82} years from 1893, Solicitors, 
Messrs. Tarry, Sherlock, & King, London.—Freehold Property, No. 16, Great Tower- 
street, in the City of London; leased for a term having 60 years unexpired, at a 
rental of £250 a year.—An excellent little Freehold Pleasure Farm of about 35 acres, 
between Virginia Water and Chertsey, Surrey, with an attractive old-style farmhouse 
and ample buildings, suitable for a small dairy and poultry farm. Solicitors, Messrs. 
Paine & Brettell, Chertsey.—Freehold Manorial Pleasure Farm in Kent, of 346 acres 
of pasture, arable, hop, and wood land, with a moderate-sized Residence, known as 
“The Swarling Estate,” in the parish of Petham, four miles from Canterbury. 
Solicitors, Messrs. Loughborough, Gedge, & Co., London. (See advertisements, 

_ June 4, pp. 3 and 4.) 

du y 6.—Messrs. Dovetas Youne & Co., at the Mart, at 2, Freehold, 41, Grange-park- 
road, Leyton; rental £35. Solicitor, E. W. Elphinstone Stone, Esq., London.— 
Freehold, 5, Healey-street, Prince of Wales-road, Kentish Town; rentul £50. 
Solicitor, Noel L. Pocock, Esq., London.—Leasehold Properties at Deptford and 
Chaslton, producing about £159 per annum. Solicitors, Messrs. Gibson, Usher, & 
Co, London.—At Peckham, producing £72 per annum. Solicitors, Messrs. Bonner, 
Thompson, Burnie, & Co., London.—At Clapham, producing £75 per annum. 
Solicitors, Messrs. Hopwood, Stroughill, & Hopwood, London.—Also at Clapham, 
producing £65 per annum. Solicitors, Messrs. Paines, Blyth, & Huxtable, London. 
(See advertisements, June 25, p. 604.) 

duly 7.—Messrs. Beaver, Woop, & Co., at the Mart, at 2: Bedfordshire and Heitford- 
shire.— Valuable Freehold Farms, with residences and homesteads, near Dunstable 
and Luton ; also Building Land close to Dunstab!e, Luton, Caddington, and Mark- 
yate-street, having valuable beds of brick earth, comprising 636 acres, let at £459 per 
anuum. Solicitors, Messrs. Pennington & Son, Londoa,—Lyndhurst, South Hants, 
three miles from Lyndhurst-road and Brockenburst Stations, seven miles from 
Lymington, 10 miles from the yachting port of Southampton, and 19 miles from 
Bournemouth, Freehvld Estate, comprising a mansion, standing in a park. The 
whole ——— 130 acres of rich park land. Good hunting, shooting, and fishing. 
Solicitors, Messrs. Dimond & Son, London. (See advertisements, this week, p. 624, 
and June 4, p. 6) 

July 7.—Messrs. H. E. Foster & Crayrizp, at the Mart, at 2: 


To a Trust Fund value over £6,(09; gentleman aged 64. Solicitors, Messrs. 
Clapham, Fitch, & Co., London. 

To One-fourth of Freehold and oo Properties at Brightoa valu2 £13,000 ; 
lady aged 75. Solicitor, C. D. Woolley, Esq., London. 

To One-seventh of a Trust Fund of £7,000 Wigan Corporation Stock ; lady aged 
80. Solicitor, H. Stanley-Jones, Esq., London. 

To One-twentieth Share of a Trust Fund, value £17,500 in Consols an1 Railway 
Stock; lady aged 76, provide gentleman aged 43 survive her. Solicitors, 
Messrs. Letts Bros,, London. 

To One-half of Trust Estate valu> nearly £6,500 in Conasls and Stocks; lady 

65. Solicitors, Messra, Francis & Crookenden, London. 

To Leasehold Ground-rents amounting to £125 per annum, secured upon 33 
houses in Clapham; lady aged 541, with contingencies. Solicitors, Messrs. 
Boulton, Sons, & Sandeman, London. 

To One-sixth of a Trust Fund in Railway Stock, valued at over £21,000; lady 

ed 49. Solicitor, Gilfrid G. Craig, Esq., London. 

To One-third of a Trust Fund of £173 East Indian Railway Annuity, Class B; 
lady 65. Solicitors, Messrs. Crossman & Prichard, Be 

LIFE INTEREST : by 
of . lady aged * perce 24 4 —_ pr apn policy ; also the Reversion 
© one-third of £6,000 in Railway &tocks and Mo es. Solicitor, E. El 
Robb, Esq., Tunbridge Wells. ro ei 

Of a gentlemen aged 42, in £234 per annum in Railway Stocks, with policies. 

Solicitors, Messrs. Parzon, Lee, & Co., London. 
POLICIES : 

For £4,667, £1,500, £1,000, £1,000, £1,000, £1,000, £839, £650, £500, £500, £500, 
£400, £300, £295, £219, £200. Solicitors, Messrs. Draces & Attlee, Messrs. 
Emmet & Co.. Messrs. Clarke & Calkin, Francis J. Jones, Esq.. all of 
London ; and Messrs. Ponsford, Joyce, & Davis, of Williton ; and Messrs. 
Copeman & Cadge, of Loddon, 

SHARES : 

In the Graphic. 

In the Gresham House Estate Co.,6 shares of £50 ; dividend the past 5 years about 
2 5 mig Solicitors, Messrs. Thomsons, Brooks, & Danby, and Messrs. 

a 


ms, Sons, Coward, & Hawksley, of London, 
DEBENTURES : 

In the Grostenor Mansions Co. and Wampachs Hotel, 
(See advertisements this week, back page.) 








July 7.—Messrs. Trottore, at the Mart, at 2, Old Swan House, Chelsea-embank. 
ment, an exceptionally choice Freehold Town Residence, designed by Norman Shaw 
Eeq.. R.A., and constituting a unique specimen of Early English style, eatranca hall 
32ft. by 28ft., dining-room 28ft by 18ft., morning room 25ft by 18ft., drawing-rjom 
47ft. by 17ft., library, 20ft. by 20ft., 10 bedrooms, &c. Solicitors, Messrs. Flower, 

ussey, & Fellowes, London, (See advertisement, this wesk, p. 5). 

July 7.—Messrs. Wriroro & Dixons, at the Mart, at 2 precisely, hizh-clasy 
Invest ts in H ith, Chiswick, Richmond. Kew Gardens, and Enfield; 
annual rental £944 103s. Solicitors, Messrs. Dixon, Weld, & Dixons, London.—The 
Business Premises and Stabling, 145, Kew-road, Richmond, Surrey, let on 
which can be determined by either party at Michaelmas, 1900, at £55 Solicitors, 
Messrs. Cox & Lafone, London. (See advertisements, June 18, p. 5). 

July 8.—Messrs, Extis & Son, at the Mart, at 2, in Six Lots, the Freehold Estate ig 
East Greenwich, consisting of 5} acres of buildingland with an old-fashioned, six i 
flour-mill with a frontage of 228 feet to the River Thames, close to the new Biackwal] 
Tunnel, let at £545 per annum; old-fashioned fully-licensed public-house, The Pilot, 
let for 21 years at £80. Solicitors, Messrs. King, Wigg, & Co., London — 
Residence in Upper Norwood, ten minutes’ walk from the Crystal Palace, with 
possession ; secluded gardens of over half-an-acre in extent; entirely lighted by 
electricity ; held for 76} yeara unexpired at Midsummer, 1898. Solicitors, Mesgrs, 
Sandilands & Co. (See advertisements, this week, p. 5.) 

July 18.—Meesrs. G. H. Masterman & Co., at the Mart, Freehold Property at 1, George. 
street, Hanover-square; let at £350, with reversion in 15 years to the full rack. 
rental. Solicitors, Messrs. Maples, Teesdale, & Co., London. (See advertisement, 
this week, p. 5.) 











WARNING TO INTENDING House Purcuasgrs AND Lessezs.—Before pur. 
chasing or renting a house, have the Sanitary Arrangements thoroughly 
Examined, Tested, and Reported Upon by an Expert from Messrs. Carter 
Bros., 65, Victoria-street, Westminster. Fee quoted on receipt of full 
particulars. (Established 21 years.)--[Apvr. ] 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, June 24, 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 

Lunrrep in CHANCERY. 

Arona Go.p Mixes, Linirep—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 5, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts and claims, to Gabriel Goodman 
Walter Hayward, Albert Mansions, 49, Queen Victoria st Phillips & Co, Sherborne 
lane, solors for liquidator . 

Ba.auppery Syxpicate, Limirep—Creditors are required,on or b:fore Aug 1, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to H. St John 
Hodges, Finsbury House, Blomfield st Mayo & Co, Drapers’ gins, solors for liqui- 
dator 

Bers & Co, Liurrep—Petn for winding up, presented June 21, directed to be heard on 
July 6 Foss & Ledsam, Fenchurch st, solors for petner Notice of appearing must 
reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of July 5 : 

Beestos Wueex Co, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before July 16, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their deb‘s or claims, to Thomas Galland 
Mellors, King John’s chmbrs, Bridlesmith gate, Nottingham Thorpe & Perry, Not- 
tingham, solors to liquidator . 

Bictanps, Limirep—Petn for winding up, presented June 21, directed to be heard on 
July 6 Brown, Gresham bldgs, Basinghsll st, solor for petner Notice of appearing 
must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of June 30 

Dutton & Co (Biacksuayx), Luonren (OLp Company)—Creditors are required, on or 
before July 23, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Joseph Wharton Pollitt, 7, Pall Mall, Manchester C steker, Darwen, 
solor to liquidators , 

Freer Cyrcie Co, Limrrep—Petn for winding up, presented June 23, directed to be heard 
on July 6 Blyth & Co, 112, Gresham House, Old Broad st, agents for Fallows & 
Cochrane, Birmingham, solors for petners Notice of appeariog must reach Blythé& 
Co not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of July 5 ; 

Joun Day & Co, Limrrep—By an order made by Wright, J, dated June 9, it was ordered 
that the voluntary winding up of the company be continued Phelps & Co, Alderman- 
bury, solors for petner 

Prixces River Gotp Mises Co, Limtep—Petn for winding up, presented June 22, 
directed to be heard on July 6 Marshall & Haslip, 6, Martin’s lane, Cannon st, solor 
for petners Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock 
in the afternoon of July 5 : 

Stupson’s Lever Cuain anv Cycur Co, Limrrep—Petn for winding up, presented June 
22, directed to be heard on July6 Grundy & Co, 4, New ct, Carey st, solors for petners 
atone cppeating must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the after- 
noon 0 5 

Taserner & Wituiams, Limirep (1x Votuxtaky Liqguipation)—Creditors are required, 
on or before Aug 1, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Mr Thomas Chantler Middleton, 29, Princess st, Manchester Boote & Co, 
Manchester, solors to the liquidator 

Vaniety Pus.isnixe Co, Liuirep—Creditors are required, on or before July 31, to send 
their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or c!aims, to Frederic 
William Lord, 60, Watling st 


County Paratixe or LAncasi1ER. 
Limirep in CHANCERY. 


Pomona Cuem:can Co, Limirep—Petn for winding up, presented June 23, directed to be 
heard at the Assize Courts, Strangeways, Manchester, on Monday, July 4, at 10.30 
Cunliffes & Gregg, 53, Brown st, Manchester, solors for the petners. Notice of appeat- 
ing must reach the above-named not later than 2 o’clock in the afternoon of July 2 


FRIENDLY SOCIETY DISSOLVED. 
Sr. Mary’s Lower Epuoyvon Socian Cius anv Institute, 1, Houndsfield villa, Hertford 
rd, Lower Edmonton. June 8 
‘JOINT STOCK COMPANIBS. 
Luarep mu CHaycery.- 
London Gazette.—Turspay, June 28. 
Arauian Care, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before July 30, to send their 


names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, t> James Fabian, 34, | 


Nicholas lane 

Boviye, Liurrep—Petn for winding up, presented June 20, directed to be heard on July 
6. McKenna & Co, 17 and 18, asinghall st. Notice of appearing must reach 
above-named not later than 6 o'clock ia the afternoon of July 5 

Cuive Syspicate, Liwrrzo—Creditors are reqnired, on or before July 27, to send thelr 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Ernest Wallis, 138, 
Winchester House, Old Broad st. Stib & Co, 21, Leadenhall st, solors to liquidator 

Garstana anp Knot Exp Raitway Exatye Co, Limirep—Creditors ure required, on OF 
before July 30, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or 
pd to Jonathan Collinson, High st, Garstang. Clarke & Co, Preston, solors @ 
liquidator 





Joux Haynes Licutixa Co, Limirep—Oreditors are required, on or before July 24, to 
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—_—— 
end their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Simon 
Jade, 14, North John st, Liverpool Batesons & Co, solors to liquidator 

NorrincHAaM Fisnmoxeers’ Fur axo Sxix Co, Liutrep —Creditors are altel, on or 
before July 9, to send their names ani addresses, and the particulars of taeir debts or 

to Thomas Galland Mellors, King John's chbrs, Bridlesmith gate, Nottingham 
r, Nottingham, sol or for liquida‘or 

Bosanto City Improvements Co, Lintteo—Cceditors are poy on or befor 3 Sept 30, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their deb‘s or claims, to T 8 
Hamilton, 78, Coleman st 

Wrorox Ivpustriat Co-orsrative Society, Liurrap—Creditora ara required, on or 
before Aug 12, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of their debts or 
daims, to Mr James Reed, High st, Wigton Crookes, Wigton, solor for liquidator 

Waa Dunnam & Co, Luntren—Petn for windiag up, presented June 21, directed to 
beheard July 6. Smith & Hudson, 6, Mincing lane, solors for the petners. Notice of 
appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 
July 5 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 
Beserit Frrexoty Socrery, Bolnhurst, Bedford. June 22 
Rose or THe Vattey Lovee or THe Fatenory Sociery, Salutatioa Ina, Hendy, Car- 
marthen. June 15 
§r Geonce’s Femave Fatenpty Society, Blac’sburn, Lancaster. Juans 22 


CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day or Crarm. 

London Gazette.—Tursvat, June 14. 

Foster, Hevury Turner Pumsavt, Great Marlow, Buckingham, Sojicitrr July 23 
Warner v Foster. Kekewich, J Wills & Watts, Carter lane, Doctors’ commons 
Pairs, Consraxce Mary, Ottery St Mary, Devon July 15 Latter v Paillips, North, 

J Roopers & Whately, Lincolo’s inn fields 
Tantixc, Cuarues, Freshwater, Isle of Wight July 18 Mercantile Bank of London v 
Tarling, Kekewich, J Noon & Clarke, Gt 8t Helen’s 
London Gazette.—Frivay, Jane 17. 
Dovps, Frederick Lixpury, Stockton on Tees, Solicitor July 13 Sayer v Doils, North, 
J Sayer, Clifford’s inn 
Mantis, Joszvn, Pershore, Worcester, Solicitor July 18 Pechell v Ballinger and 
Fourmy, Kekewich, J Quarrell, Worcester 
London Gazette.—Tvurspay, June 21. 
Baxer, Gzoror Barrrick, Charing Cross rd, Journalist July 30 Waraer v Ba r, 
Kekewich, J King & Co, Queen Victoria st 


UNDER 22 & 23 VICI. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Ciam. 
London Gazette—Turspay, May 31. 
Busy. Rev Apert, Lillingstone Lovel Rectory, Bucks June 2t Clarke & Son, Shrews- 











y 

BicxerTos, Maticoa, Siddington, Chester July 1 Browa & Co, Stockport 

Biaxp, Georce, Lincoln, Doctor of Melicine Jun214 Paze & Porter, Flaxeagate 

Boxo, Evizanetu Stastey Marriott, Bath July 11 Simmons & Co, Bath 

Berverr, Cuartorre, Brede, Sussex June 21 Dawes, Rye 

Cranke, Joun Hever, Abingdon, Berks, Clothing Manufacturer June 30 Newman & 
Co, Clement’s inn 

Cuzco, Apranam, Bubwith, York June16 Clarke & Jackson, Oldham 

Cocnitt, Harry, Hastings, JP June 30 Blagg & Co, Cheadle 

Davies, Marncaret Anne, Llangennech, Carmarthen June30 Clason Dahne, Swansea 

Derry, Saran Any, Bury June 30 Butcher & Barlow, Bury 

Ducxwortn, James, Bury, Beer Retailer June 30 Butcher & Barlow, Bury 

Buus, Faances Emua, Churchtown, Southport July9 Hinde & Co, Manchester 

Fazeman, Harniot, New Wandsworth June 24 Russell, Lichfield 

Gassrrass, Peer, Clifton, Bristol, Poet June 14 Mossop & Moss»p, Long Sutton, 

nes 

Giwpincs, Eexvest James, Stretford, nr Manchester, Ship’s Chandler Ju'y 16 Chapman 
& Co, Manchester 

en, Jouy, Harburg am Elbe, Germany, Factory Owner July7 Bridges & Cv, Red 

ion sq 

Hoanz, Cuan.es, Fleet st, Banker July 15 Hoare, Sussex gdns 

Hvuenrs, Harriet, Dawley, Salop July1 HR Phillips, Shifnil 

Jameson, Joseru, Heywood, Lanes July 30 P & J Watson, Bury 

Kuyer, Samver Ext, Hastings August 1 E Chaljinder, i 

Lvrtey, Tuomas, Charlinch. Somers*t June15 Hagon, Bridgewat:r 

MacpoxaLp, Duncan, Guildford July1 Wilde & Co, College hill 

Moiter, Simom Mutripay, Chorlton cum Hardy, nr Manchester June 25 Roweliffe & 

Co, Manches‘er 

Nicer, Witttam Thomas Beton, Suffolk, Sub-Postmaster July 2 Salmon & Sons, Bury 
St Edmund’s 

Paituirs, Georar, South Norwcod July 2 Murr & Rusby, Lincoln’s inn fields 

o_o Ecizabeta, Finsbury Park June 30 H Clifford & Co, Finsbury-pave- 
men 

Porrer, Kezia, Torquay June 24 Kitsons & Co, Torquay 

Ropinson, IsapELLA Eviex, Southport July 2 Bromley, Ashton under Lyne 

Sears, — Pavut, Noiton Parks, nr Dartmouth June 24 W & H Smith, Dar‘- 
mou 

Siuoxs, Hesny Heara, St Budeaux, Devon, Builder July9 Bond & Co, Plymouth, 


London Gazette.—Faivay, June 3. 
Avaysoy, Witttam Rusuton, Martin’s lane, Cannon st June 30 Burber & Son, St 
Swithin’s lane 
Beatry, ELten Marnie, West Kensing'on June 30 Bolton & Co, Templ2 gardns 
Berry, Ricuaxp, Brighton July 4 Vandercom & Co, Bush lane 
Browx, Wittiam, Albany rd, Camberwell July 23 Tilling, 
Bishopsgate 
Browy, Wiuiam, Gloucester, Collier July 8 Roberts, Coleford 
(Lover, Josern, Walton, Lancs Jure15 Stanistreet, Liverpool 
Gagexwoop, Hexay Wiutam, Queenhithe, Stationer Juse 20 Gibbs & Co, Eastcheap 
—_—— Euizasetu Anne, St Leonards on Sea July1 Brooks & Co, Doctors’- 
mmous 
Horr, Rev Cuartee, LLD, Worthing June 30 Fietich, Crutched Friars 
Kerr, Axx, Loughton, Essex July 11 Wiltshire & Son, Great Yarmouth 
Kixcsronp, Courtenay, Brighton July 1 Kingsford & Drake, Ashford, Kent 
Lewis, Rosa Emity, Hove, Sussex July 16 Rudall, Watling st 
euowses, Rooas Heyry, Upton pk, Essex, Physiciam’ July 4 Keighley & Co, Lincoln’s 
eics 
Menixaron, Ewity, Fulbourn, Cambridge August 1 Burrows, Cambridge 
Meniiy, Cuances Eowarp Paior, Notting hill July 21 Flux & Co, East India av 
PRAETICLO, Wi tim, Astun juxta Birmingham June 30 Canning & Canning, Bir- 
mingham 
Mircue.t, Ronert James, Linslade, Bucks, Clerk July 13 Caleott, Leighton Buzzard 
Mornis, Mary Jessiz, Kensington July 1 Watson, Pembroke eq, Kensington 
Ouive, Tromas, Elton Bury, Paper Manufacturer July7 Butcher & Barlow, Bury 
engice, Tuomas, Kilvrough, nr Swan ea June 30 Beor & Plant, Swansea 
Price, Tuomas, Moston Farm, nr Chester, Farmer June 24 Evans, Chester 
sopERTS, Eowarp, Borough High st July 10 Barfield & Barfield, Fin-bury pavement 
Barra, Canoiine Janz, Leadgate, Durham July 23 Balleny, Consett 
Exownex, Jocrpu Bareman, Harrogate, York July 15 Denham, Leeds 
Taco, Caantes WILLIAM, Peckham Rye July1 Charles & Co, Queen Victoria st 
Tirtey, Exiza Axs, Headingley, Leeds July 15 Denham, Leeds 


Devonshire chambers, 











Turveer, James, Wimbledon, Greengrocer June 39 Gibson & Co, Portuzal st bldgs; 
\ Lineoln’s inn 


Turret, Hexry Josern, Oxford June 23 George & Co, Oxford 
Watt, Jane, Brixton June 23 John Roney, 18, Wiltshire rd, Beixton ‘ 
Wasnen, Major Ricaaro Pevuam, Basingstoke, Hants Juns30 Lawrence & Co, New 


2 's inn 
Wene, Gann, Bristol July 12 Gwyan & Mast:rs, Bristol 
Wesrery, Wittiam, Chingford, Essex July1 Houghton & Son, New Broadst ; 
Wane, | W1..14M, Boarscroft, nr Tring, Hertford, Farmer July 13 Calcott, Leighton 
uZz 
Wirauree, Georcr, Swindon, Wilts, Builder July1 Butterworth & Co, Swindoa 
Woops, Hargierr, Stowmarket June 13 Guadgeons & Co, Stowmarket 


London Gasette.—Tusspay, June 7. 
Bawrocx, Mary Avywe, Merridale, Wolverhampton June 3) Thorne & Haidlam, 
Wolverhampton 


P 
Bars, Josera Joan, Lower Marsh, Lambeth, Pawabroker June 24 Field, Chancery lane 
Brapsaaw, Evizasetu, Bulmer, York Augil Ri Malton 

Brows, Faancis Jons, Weston super Mare July Baker & Co, Weston super M wre 
Savages, assaseen, Green lave, Wood Green July 6 Halbert & Crows, Brosi sb 


buildings 

Bovey, Mary, Kensington July1 Stanton & Atkinson, Newcastle upon Tyne 

Coseee, Bors Castle Hayes, nr Tutbury, Stafford, Farmer June 24 Russell, 

Caameers, Rev Wittiam Faeperic, Folkestone June 30 Lake & Lake, New #4, 
Lincoln’s inn 

Curve, Joszrs, Bradford, Iron Founder July7 Gordon & Co, Bradford 

Cocutty, Harry, i JP June 30 alagg & Co, Cheadle 

Coucruarp, Jouy, South; Wine Merchant Jaly 15 Green & Worthington, Hull 

Densis, Emma ANGELINA July 9 Learoyd & Co, Coleman st — 

Dix, Cuarces, Norwich, Mustard Maker July7 Herbert Goodchild, Norwich 

Doxe, Witt1am Evwarp, Plymouth, Granite Merchant July 19 Adams & Croft, Ply- 
mou 

Down, Jane, Alnwick July 9 Douglas, Alnwick 

Eppex, Henry Tuomas, Edgbaston Jun: 18 Wrasge & Co, Birmingham 

Farrex, Resecca, Liverpool July6 Avison & Co, Liverpool 

Fow.er, Exma Ans, Whitchurch, Bucks June2l Thompson, Liverp ol 

Gopricn, ApELAIDE Fanyy, Hastings June 30 Ra & Butt, Walbrook 

Grery, Tuomas Ryoixa, Tekiji srs a Julyl rt & Co, Ludgate hill 

Hewitt, Crara Cataertxe, West ord, Notts July 20 Mee & Co, Retford 

Tiicaam, Haxsan Maticpa, Lee, Kent July 16 Warmington & Co, Buige row 

Hoocsrra, Rosert, Kendal June 16 Cartmel, Ken ial 

Hor vocas, WituraM, Bary, Shuttlemaker July7 Butcher & Barlow, Bury 

Jay, James, Oxford st, Pawnb July 5 Attenborough & Son, By pl. H bora 

Kitner, Estaer Awnie, Brooklea, Hertford July 31 Trinder & Co», Cornhill 

Martiayp, Ropert Szarves, Croydon, Stoskbroker July 20 Lovell & Co, Gray's ina 


square 

Mawset, Faxognicx Surra, Edgbaston, Warwick, Licensed Victualler July11 Bick- 
ley & Lynex, Birmingham 

Masoy, Huan, Macclestieli, Yeoman July 4 May, Macclesfield 

Mayo, Atrrep Vatentixs, Forest, Manufacturer July 14 Wetherfisld & CU», G::stan 
bldgs, Guildhall 

Noamantox, Jouy, Halifax, Stone Merchant Arq Crossley, Ripon len 

Owex, Jouy, Warrington July2 Davies & Co, 

Sxivex, Fanyy, St Leonards July 20 Lovell & Co, Gray’s inn sq 

Suita, Geuraz, Worcester, Corn Dealer July 11 Curtler & Co, Worcester 

Tavior, Any, Birstall July 2i J Law, Batley 

Tay.oa, Henry, Birstall Jaly14 J Law, Batley 

Tuomrsox, Jouy, Peterborough, Contractor July19 Mamford & C», Bradford 

Tompson, Tuomas, Dudley, North’ Butcher July8 W Webb, Morpeth 

Tomes, Ayn, Alnwick July9 Douglas, Alnwick 

Tucker, Exiza Cusgssy, Brixton June 30 Tucker & Co, Serle st, Lincoln's inn 





beieee James Hay, South Kensington, Merchant July 15 Summoerhays, East- 
ea, 
Wircous, Bossasere Avy, Barnsbury, Is‘iagton July15 J T Rossiter, Coleman st 
Banas, Squiae, Harrogate, York, Coach Trimmer July 16 Kirby & Son, Harrogate 
Bauiensy, Mary, Harrogate June 20 i te : , 
Bawoer, Eowarp Kysastox, Hampton June24 B & Son, Danes inn, Strand 
Bumsreap, James WILLIAM Oe July 10 FW . Hastings 
y. 
Cugertuam, Caances, Beeston, Nottingham July1 Barber, N am 
ney Epwarp, War Ozier June 24 Moore & Tib ~~ Warwick 
Qooven, Hanesove, Leonards on ek =~ = a = c— <9 Sen , 
ROWLEY, ELLEN, gsand, nr Devon; y er, Clement’s inn, Stran 
wed n July 10 Whitsbowd st 
Daaxe, Evizasetn, West 
Epex, Witi1aM Gisss, Banbury, 
,» Grocer June 2% Gilling, 
Feytimax, Eowako, New Swindon, Wilts June 30 Withy, New Swindon 
Fever, Cuar.es, Barnsley, yee, Tailor July 1 Raley & Son, Barnsley 
uly 26 Free, New Broa’ st 
Grinsie, Henry, Clifton, Bristol Augl Gribble & Co, Bristol 
Hat, James Henry, New Southgate July 4 Lee & Pembertons, Lincoln’s ina fields 
Hasnison, Jouy, Wray, Lancs, Dealer June 27 Saul, Lancaster 
Hives, Ans Many, Bedford July 12 naey 
Horxixson, Josgpu, Todmorden, Cab Proprietor July 4 Camm, Todmorden 
Horye, Witttam, Odcom! 
Horrop, Betsey, Wolverton, Bucks te | = Gowing & Co, Finsbury pavement 
Inyes, Jouy, Dipley, nr Winchfield July9 Davie & Son, New 
Jennixos, Farperick WaTERLOO, oe Kent ae Child & Son, Bedford row 
on 
Lysons, Sir Danigt, Warwickrq July 30 Men | Sherborne 
Martix, Wactoy, Fi Suffolk, Farmer July 13 Welton, Woodbridge 
Oxiver, Osmonp, Stock Southampton July 16 Footner & Son, Romsey 
Parr, Jous, Southampton July 13 Page & Gulliford, 
H Cricklewood. 


London Gasette.—Fatoay, June 10. 
ng, Harroga 
Bowgs, Cuas.orts, 8 Dorset July 20 Trollope & Winckworth, Abingdon st 
Carr, Witiiam, Upton, or Barclay & Taylor, 
Cottier, Feaxcas Isaneuva, King Stanley, Glos July7 Davis, Strou 
Dossoy, Cecit CourTgxay Flect 
July 8 fay ky Walbrook 
xford July 23 & Co, Strat‘ord upon Avon 
Exumznsox, Ropert Leyt, i 
Gronae, Frances Seymour July 7 Houseman & Co, Princes st, Siorey’sga'e 
Goostay, Sarag, Haywards Heath, = J stats 
Have, Evizanern, Florence, Italy July 30 Parson &Co, Sherborne 11 
Haveexam, Anna Karuanina, 8 Salop July9 Marston & Sons, Ludlow 
J vit. Hertelet Hornsey Rise 
ibe, Somerset, Gardener July6 Newman & Cov, Yeovil 
| Hvuaurs, Saver, Swansea, Ironmonger 10 Beor & — 
Joxes, Owe, Hill st, Westmiaster Aug Sona, an ~~ With out 
Minatey, Sarin, Ov or Halifax July9 Shaw, Hebden Bridge 
Payxe, Tuomas Henry, Licensed Victualler uly 15 Boultoa & Co, 


Northampton sq ont 
Puetrs, Rev Eowasp Srexcsn, Cosham, Hants July 8 ~~~ & Co, Southsea 
Paitiirs, Saran, Haverfordwest Julyi2 Wm D , Haverford west 
Piummer, Mantua, Morecambe July 3) Gaunt & Co, Bralford 





Price, Eowanrp, Broughton, Flint June 30 Grundy & Co, Manchester 
Satiqy, Manor Sreraen, Radoliff e, Lanes July9 Clayton & Horsfi:ld, Ralcliffe, ur 
nchester 


Trick, Faxxy Joszpuine, Kingsthorpe, Northampton July 12 Darnell & Peice, Nurth- 
ton 


am 
Sevens. Canes Roseat, Hove, Sussex Auagusti Foss & Lodlsam, Fenchurch st 
Watywaiont, Witi1am, Sheffi August 1 Taylor & Co, Sheffield 

Waker, Jous Wittiam, Haxbey, York, Schoolmester July 2 Wood, York 

Witkix, Mrs Isaperta, Montagu pl, Russell sq June 30 Rassell-Oooke & Co, New ian, 


| Wix, Rev Josern, Watford Julyé Hunters & Haynes, New sq 
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BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gasette.—Fatpay, June 24. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Appisox, Revert, St Ermino’s mansions, Westminster | 


High Court Pet April 22 Ord June 21 


Arxis, ALrrep Howe. , Rochester, Phy:ician Rochester | 


Pet June 6 Ord June 20 ; 
Baowe.t, Toomas, Pontyeymmer, Glam Cardiff Pet June 
20 Ord June 20 


Boxp, Samvet Maracut, Acock’s gn, Worcesters, Incor- 
rated Accountant Birmingham P.t June 21 Ord 
une 21 


Broom, Joux, Lin. wood, Norfvlk, Shopkeeper 
Pet June 20 Ord June 2) 
Burronp, Grorce, Leytonstone, 

High Court Pet April 13 Oid June 21 
Burrett, Georce Lovis. Culverhill, Frome, Somerset, 


Licensed Victualler Frome Pet June2l Ord June 21 | 


Kennington rd, Licensed Victualler 
May 27 Ord June 21 


Cousreicu, Pavt, 
High Court Pet 


Corg, WiLLiaM Jous, Porth, Glam, Butcher Pontypridd | 
Pet June | 


Pet June 2i Ord June 21 

Corrrey, Samvet, Westbourne, Hants Pvole 
20 O:d June 20 

Datiaway, Joseru, Sheffield, Drysalter Sheffield Pet 
June 22 Ord June 22 

Datiry, Joan Liewetyy, Blackburn 
Pet May 23 Ord June 22 

Dessam, Caantes Hitt, Gt Grimsby Gt Grimsby Pet 
June 20 Ord June 20 

Frasumanx, Gronoe Tannixo, Barnet, Decorator Barnet 
Pet June18 Ord Juneis 

Frivx, Ropert Joux, Sandown, I of W, China Merchant 
Newport Pet June 2i Ord June 21 

Faanxisn, Jouy, Linthorpe, nr Middlesborough, Flour 

er Stockton on Tees Pet May 26 Ord June 21 
Giu.pert, Jonn, Leeds Leeds Pet June 2i Ord June 21 


Goopmay, Epwarp Avupary, Bristol, Theatre Proprietor 
Bristol Pet June 13 Ord June 21 

Goopmax, James Mantis, Perranarworthal, Cornwall, 
Miller Truro Pet June 21 Ord June 21 

Graves, Wittiam Henry, Newport, Mon, Dairyman 
Newport, Mon Pet June 20 Ord June 20 

Hatt, 
June22 Ord June 22 

Houttanp, Epwarp Ropert, Ryde, I of W, Bootmaker 
Newport Pet June20 Ord June 20 

James, Percy Witutam, Cirencester, Draper Swindon 
Pet June 20 Ord June 20 

Jexkins, Mary, Swansea, Grocer Swansea Pet June 20 

June 20 

Jounsoy, ALrrep, Streatham, Grocer Wandsworth Pet 
June 20 Ord June 20 

Jorz, Grorce, Newport, Mon, Commercial Traveller 
Newport, Mon Pet June 20 Ord June 20 

Lavp, Henry, Wirksworth, Derbys, Tailor Derby Pet 
June 22 Ord June 22 

Laytoy, Joun, Gt Grimsby, Fish Carter Gt Grimsby Pet 
June 18 Ord June 18 

Lovetaca, Arthur, Buckland Newton, Dorset, Carrier 
Dorchester Pet June 22 Ord June 22 

Newsan, Eow;x, Sparkbrook, Birmingham, Manager 
Birmingham Pet June 18 Ord June 18 

Nicnowas, Bagi, Harcourt, East Molesey, Clerk King- 
ston, Surrey Pet June 21 Ord June 21 

NICHOLSoy, Watter Lawsoy, Swindon 
Pet June 10 Ord June 22 

Paooton, V Wiruram, Leeds Leeds Pct June 21 Ord 
une 21 

Sitgezgve, Tuomas, Buxton, Norfvulk, Miller 
Pet June 21 Ord June 21 

Sipwett, Apert, Ikeston, Grocer Derby Pet June 21 
Ord June 21 

Srvusss, Anx, Carlisle Carlisle Pet June 21 Ord June 21 


Tourxins, Thomas, Cannon st, Timber Merchant High 
Court Pet June 18 Ord June 

Tresever, Joux Gaatano, Truro, Nurseryman Truro 
Pet June 21 Ord June 21 

Vertres, Wittram Henry, Peterborough, Baker Peter- 
borough Pet June2i Ord June 21 

Warp, Jous, Derby. Journeyman Jeweller Derby Pet 

, June 20 Ord June 20 

Whuireneap, Atonzo, Halifax, Cab Driver Halifax Pet 
June 22 Ord June 22 

Wiu1ams, Jous, Hendy, Pontardulais, Carmart hens, 
Carrier Carmarthen Pet June 20 Ord June 20 

Worstey, Joux Witiiam, Penrith, Cumberland, Boot 
Maker Carlisle Pet June 20 Ord Jane 20 

Waicut, Wituiam Eowarp Hexry, Stoke Damerel, Ply- 
=. Cook (Chef) Plymouth Pet June 20 Ord 
une 20 

Ygapoy, Exszapetn, Reading, Coal Merchant Reading 
Pet June 18 Ord June 18 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
Asutoy, Tomas Antuvr, Longton, Staffs, China Merchant 
ow at 330 North Stafford Hotel, Stoke upon 


Osraldtwistle 


Swindon 


Norwich 


— Atrrep Howe tt, Rochester, Physician July 11 at 
1.30 115, High st, Rochester 

Sushe Jouy Witusam Wricet EswortH, Baslow, Derby, 
Cutlery Manufacturer Julylat2.30 Off Rec, Figtree 
In, Sheffield 

Buarr, Bryce, Salford, Draper July 1 at 3 Off Rec, 
Byrom . Manchester 

Buexxnorx, Tomas, Kendal, Cattle Dealer July 9 at 12 
Grosvenor Hotel, Stramongate, Kendal 

Buvetrt, Peter Witiiam Peviizr, H M : Comus, Sheer- 
ness, Assistant Engineer July 4at12 6, Atheneum 
ter, Plymouth 

Boorn, Ricuanp, Forest hill, Kent, peatittee July 1 at 
11.30 24, Railway app, London 

Bravery, Sanuvgt, Millom, Cumubeniond, Grocer July 8 
at 12 Coonty Court house, Whitehaven 

Brows, WoT? CE an} Manufacturer July 5 
ati2 Off Ree, 35, — 
FoRD, GEORGE, pc Commercial 
Traveller July 4at li Bankruptcy oy Bldgs, Carey st 


ILL1AM, Finsbury Park, Clerk High Comt Pet | 





Butter, Cuartes George Hempery, Landport, Hants, 
House Furnisher July 4 at 3 Off Rec, Cambridge 
junction, High st, Portsmouth 

Cawkwe tt, Josern, Kingston upon Hull, Baker July 1 
at 10.30 Off Rec, = House lane, Hull 

Couwreica, Pavt, Lam’ Licensed Victualler July 4 
at 12 Bankruptcy bldae Carey st 

Cours, Eaxest Frepericx, East Stonehouse, Decorator 
July Gat ll 6, Atheneum ter, Plym 


outh 
| Comins, Hespeet, Portugal st, Golicitor July lat 2.30 


Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 


| Cowarp, Jous, Dalton in Furness July 8at12 Off Rec, 


16, € ‘orn wallis st, Barrow in Furn 


ess 
Norwich | Davies, JAacon, Coedpenmaen, Pontypridd, Glam, Quarry- 


. | Davies, Jouy, and Tuomas Jou Davies, — 
Commercial Traveller | 


man, July i at3 65, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 
Grocers July4at 2 65, High st, Merthyr T 


| Day, Jouy, Leeds, Chemist July 4 at Of ‘Re Rec, 22, 


Park row, Leeds 

Dearixnc, Water Henay, Kingston upon Hull, Plumber 
July ‘Latil Off Rec, Trinity House lane, Hull 

Donsoy, CuarLes, West Hartlepool, Plumber July 4 at 
2.20 Royal Hotel, West Hartlepool 

DowsixG, GeorGR, Stony Stratford, Bucks, Blacksmith 
July 4at 12 Off Rec, County Court bidgs, Sheep st, 
Northampton 

Evans, Apranam Lioyp, epee, Bridgend, Political 
Agent July4atil Off Rec, 29, Queen st, Cardiff 

Faaser, ALEXANDER Paterson, Jesmond, nr Newcastle on 
Tyne, Newsagent’s Manager July lat11 Bankruptcy 
bldgs, Carey st 

Frerrey, Tuomas, Worth, nr Crawley, Sussex, Butler 


July 1at3 4, Pavilion bl , Brighton 

Grorcr, Jons, Ne vasden, 8c emaker July 1 at 2,30 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Goocn, WATER, Maida Vale July 5 at 11 Bankruptcy 


ldgs, Carey st 

Hopokiss, Sauug., Tipton, Steerer July 4at10.30 Off 
Rec, Wolverhampton st, Dudley 

Hotvanp, Eowarp Rosert, Ryde, 4 W, Bootmaker July 
4atil Off Rec, Newport, 1 W 

James, Ronert, Swansea, Painter July 7at 12 Off Rec, 
31, Alexandra rd, Swansra 

Keen, Wittiam, Lowtown, Pudsey, Yorks, Patent Leather 
Dresser July 4 at 11 Off Rec, 31, Manor row, 
Bradford 

Ke.ty, Epwarp, Southampton, cieienenh July 6 at 3.15 
Off Ree, 172, High st, Southampto: 

Kituam, Tuomas Lawros, Shanklio, I W, Tator July 4 
at 11.30 Off Rec, Newport, I W 

Laytoy, Jouy, Great Grimsby, Fish Carter July 4 at 10.30 
Off Rec, 15, Osborne st, Great Grimsby 

Lecor, GrorGE Wittam, City rd, Licensed Victualler 
July 1at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Macintyre, ArcuisaLp, Worthing, Articled Clerk Julyi 
at 11 Melvill & Co, Highworth House, Liverpool 
gardns, Worthing 

May, Wici1am, Leicester, Stationer July 1 at 12.30 Off 
Ree, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

Moons, Lo )RENZO, Chancery lane July 1 at 11 Bank- 
ruptey bldgs, Carey st 

Moss, James, Canewdon, Essex, Baker July 6 at 10 
Shirehall, Chelmsford 

Nicxoxs, Ricuarp Pearsatu Mick_etuwairs, Brentford 
July 4.at 11.30 24, Railway app, Loodon Bridge 

Paince, Tuomas, Gravesend, Groc-r July 4 at 12 115, 
High st, Rochester 

Russett, Harry Pomeroy, Eltham July 4 at 12.30 24, 
Railway app, London bdge 

Suitcock, Jouy, Leicester, Commission Ageat July 1 at 

Oif Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

Sitvyeamay, J & Son, Fournier st, Spitalfields, Cap Manu- 
facturers July i at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Srock, Caries, Pontycymmer, Glam July 4 atll Off 
Ree, 29, Queen st, Cardiff 

Srvusss, ‘Ans, Carlisle July 11 at 1.30 Off Rec, 34, Fisher 
st, ‘Carlile - 

Tatsot, Epwarp Caar.es, Forest Hill, Kent July 1 at 
12.30 24, Railway app, London bdge 

TompPxixs, Tuomas, Cannon st, — Merchant July 4 
at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey 

Tyrswuitt, the Honourable Jouy Guilford st, Bloomsbury 
July 4 at 12 ee bidgs, Carey st 

Warp, Jouy, Derb Journeyman Jeweller July 1 at 11 

Off Ree, 40, St "sg gate, Derby 

Worsiey, Jouxn Writiram, Penrith, Cumberland, Boot 
Maker July ll atl Otf Rec, 34, Fisher st, Carlisle 

Wariecat, Witt1am Epwarp Hewxy, Plymouth , Cook ( (Chef) 
July 6at 11.30 6, Athenzeum ter, Plymout! th 


ADJUDICATIONS. 

Bacrett, Tomas, 7 em Glam Cardiff Pet 
June 15 Ord June 

Bentiey, Mewior, Goldsmith st, be Manufacturer High 
Court Pet May 23 Ord June 2 

Brooxrietp, Wituram, and — Mackse, Longto 
Staffs, Earthenware ~~ rrceel Stoke upon nt 
Pet April 25 Ord June 

Broomu, Jous, Lingwood, Norfolk, Shopkeeper Norwich 
Pet June 20 Ord June 20 

Brews, Epwanrv, Formby, Lanes, Cycle Manufacturer 
Liverpool Pet June 8 Ord June 21 . 

Burrorp, Georcr, Leyt 1 Traveller 
High Court Pet April 13 Ord 5 une 22 

Bureeit, Georce Louis, Frome, Somerset, Licens:d Vic- 
tualler Frome Pet June 21 Ord June 21 

Burtier, Caarces Georce Hempery, Landport, Hants, 
House Furnisher Portsmouth Pet June 14 Ord 
June 22 

Corr, Grivrita, Hatton gdn High Court Pet March 10 
Pet June 22 ; 

Core, Wittiam Jou, ag Glam, Butcher Pontypridd 
Pet June 21 Ord Jun 

Datiaway, Josern, Sheffield, Drysalter Sheffield Pet 
June 22 Ord June 22 

Desyam, CuaRLes —" Gt Grimsby Gt Grimsby Pet 
June 20 June 

DuppgErines, oy Hexry, Wincanton, Somerset, 

Victualler Yeovil Pet May 31 Ord June 22 

Fuasaman, Greonoze Tarrine Decorator 

- Barnet Pet June 18 June 18 








wim, Rosert Jouy, Sandown China sel 
Pet June 20 Ord ones’ 
Funcn ‘ox, ~~~ > amen Fruiterer Walsall Pet Jun 


Gunster, ~ ee and Reaivacp Jerrertes Garver 
aken Codsall, Drapers Wolverhampton Pet Jung 

i Ord June 22 
Gitpest, Jonny, Leeds Leeds Pet June 21 Ord Juneq 


Goopman, James Manrriy, arm pa Cornwal) 
ler Truro Pet June 21 Ord June2 . 
Grav m, Wititiam Henry, Newport, Mon, Dairymag 
ea Mon Pet June 20 Ord June 20 
Hang. matam, Dy mney 4 Park, Clerk High Court Pe 
June 22 Ord June 22 
Harsort, Esenezer Hevry, Stratford, Boot Manufag 
turer High Court Pet June3 Ord J une 22 
Hotvanp, Epwarp Rosert, Ryde, I W, Bootmaker Ney. 
port Pet June 20 Ord June 20 
Hupes.t, Frepericx, Luton, Beds, Grocer Luton Pet 
; —_-* a tepriy a 
ames, Percy WI, peneeaten Draper Swindon 
Pet June 20 Ord June 3 : - 
Jenkins, Mary, Swansea, vie Swansea Pet June 
Ord June 20 
Jounson, Atpert, Hanley, Staffs, Hosier Stoke upon 
Trent Pet June10 Ord June 2) 
Jorg, Groraz, Newport, Mon, eg Traveller 
Newport, Mon Pet June 20 Ord Jun 
Laytox, Jonuy, Great Grimsby, -_ Carter Great 
Grimsby Pet June 18 Ord June 
Les, Wituiam Henry, Stockport, anne Stockport 
Pet May 31 Ord June 20 
Lovetace, Artraur, Buckland py Dorset, Carrier 
Dorchester Pet June22 Ord June 22 
Myers, Davin AnGet, Gracechurch * Tobacconist High 
Court Pet May12 Ord June 2 
Proctor, Wit.iam, Leeds Leeds Pet June 21 Ord June 
21 


Ratcuirre, Wititiam Henry, Oswaldt-vistle, Grocer 
Blackburn Pet May 25 Ord June 22 

Sureeve, Tuomas, Danten, Norfolk, Miller Norwich Pe 
June 21 Ord June 21 

oa, Apert, Ilkeston, Grocer Derby Pet June 9 

une 21 

Staunton, Henry, Fulham, Boot Dealer High Court 
Pet May 26 Ord June 20 

Srropg, Lovis Epwarp a aoe Onslow sq High 
Court Pet Feb9 Ord June2 

Strupss, Any, Carlisle Carlisle Pet June21 Ord June a 

Tompkins, Tsomas, Cannon st, Timber Merchant High 
Court Pet June18 Ord June 20 

Treseper, Jonn Garvanp, Truro, Nurseryman Truro 
Pet June 21 Ord June 21 

Venters, Wis.t1am Heyry, a yoy pad Baker Petere 
borough Pet June2i Ord e 2 

Warp, Joun, Derby, , Mm Jeweler Derby Pet 
June 20 Ord June 20 

Wuirrseap, Atoxzo, Halifax, Cabdriver Halifax ‘Pet 
June 22 Ord June 22 

Wi uiams, Joux, Pontardula’s, Carm’ r:hens, Carrier Cam 
marthen Pet June 20 Ord June 20 

Wosstey, Jonny Witwiam, Penrith, Cumberland, Boot 
Maker Carlisle Pet June 20 Ord June 20 

Waricut, Witt1am Eowarp Henry, Plymouth, Cook (Chef) 
Plymouth Pet June 20 Ord June 20 

Yeapoy, Euizapsru, Reading, Coal Merchant Reading 
Pet June18 Ord June 18 

ended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of June 17: 

Biancustr, WituiaM Exvest, Wilton, Wilts, Cycle 

Dealer Salisbury Pet May 17 Ord June 14 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 
London Gasetie.—Turspay, June 28. 
Ackroyp, WILLIAM, = Iron Turner Bradford Pet 
B ai » ty pa y - lisall, Manager 
ENNINGTON, HENRY LEX. a. alls 
Walsall Pet June 24 Ord Jun 
Bonp, Wi111Am, Sheffield, Joiner ‘Ghetlield Pet May % 
Ord June 23 


Burgess, Artuur, Harbury, Warwicks, Victualler Wat 
wick Pet June8 Ord June 25 

Coops, Paituir, Doditesticien. Devon, Tailor Plymouth 
Pet June 24 Ord June 2 

Cneuen, Tuomas, London wall, Warchoumnen High 
Court Pet June 24 Ord June 2 

CunsninGuam, Rosert, Southsea, Cabinet Maker Porte 
mouth bet June 10 Ord June 2 

Datiman, Apert Tuomas, Coan oe Furnitere 
Dealer Croydon Pet June22 Ord J 

Davenport, AvBbeet Richaap meng New ( Cross High 
Cor June 24 Ord June 2 

Davivsox, Rossert, Swansea, Tailor Swansea Pet June 
23 Ord June 23 

Farmer, Toomas Wit.iam, Brixton, Licensed Victuallef 
High Court Pet May19 Ord June 24 

Bon ‘As Asnane, City rd High Court Pet May 19 On 

une li 

GEAL, il Hewnagy, Bournemou' im Tailor’s Assistant 
Poole Pet June 24 Ord June 2 

Gor, Wentwortu, Jermyn st High Court Pet May 4 
Ord June 24 

G1, J A Mouxe, The Common Room, Gray’s inn, IlaW 
Student High Court Pet May10 Ord June 24 

Hap.ty, Georcr, Swan Village, cy Publican West 
Bromwich Pet June 23 Ord June 2 

Haren, Aazoy, Bradford, Coal Dealer Bradford Pet Jume 

Ord June 23 

Hearp, Joay, Mathecleigh, _peven, Carpenter Plymouth 
Pet June 22 Ord J 

Hewett, Josern Seanbea, Deal, Wholesale Confectionet 

Pet June 23 Ord June 23 
Hessen, Gas ye Penrith, Grocer Catiisle Pet June S 


HowcomsBe, Ad Banro, Exeter, Baker Exeter Pet June 
23 Ord June 23 
Hoopes, Avpastr ent, Bartholomew close, 
Victualler Pet May 27 Ord June 24 
Manufacturer 


Howes, Agtuve. Boot Norwieh 
Pet June 21° Revit. 23 








Davesro 
July | 
NAM, | 








898. 


— 
| Merchant 
Pet Jun 







Garyverr 

Pet June 
rd June q 

Cornwall, 





Dairymag 
Court Pet 
Manning 
aes New. 
ston Pet 

Swindon 
‘et June 2 
itoke upon 
Traveller 
Great 
Stockport 
ot, Carrier 
list High 
Ord June 


or 


Grocer 
rwich Pet 
t June 2 
igh Court 
sq High 


rd June 2 
ant High 


in «Truro 
ot Petere 
erby Pet 
Pet 
Care 
ind, Boot 
ook (Chef) 
Reading 
d in the 
Cycle 


e, 


jifax 


rier 


ts, 
4 


dford Pet 
Manager 
ot May 2 
ler Wat 
Plymouth 
an High 
er Porte 
Furnitare 
= High 

Pet June 
Victualler 
y 19 On 
Assistant 
et May 4 
inn, Law 
an West 
Pet Jume 
Plymouth 
nfectionet 
et June 3 

Pet June 
, Licensed 


Norwich 
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ACKSON ye Westen, Yorks, Blacksmith York 
Pet June 22 Ord June 22 

Jackson, “Watame, Leicester, Engineer Leicester Pet 
une 24 Ord June 24 


J 
pore, | Witiiam, —. Essex, Farmer Chelmsford 


June 3 Ord June 22 
Jones, Jouwn WIttiam, rim pam Tronmonger Carmar- 
then Pet June21 Ord June 2 


Bavaszes, Wituiam_Josern, West etiegent, Joiner 
underland 


Pet June23 Ord J 


te Feaycis Witu14M Henry, Gloucester, Builder Glou- 


cester Pet June16é Ord Jun 

Lewis, Joux, Aberdare, Glam, Tailor Aberdare Pet 

June24 Ord June 24 

Masoy, Antuur Wit114m, Lowestoft, Smackowner Great 
Yarmouth Pet June 23 Ord June 23 

Mitts, Owen, Bethesda, Drug Dealer Bangor Pet June 
25 Ord June 25 

Moraax, Jonn, Newchurch, Carmathens, Labourer 
Carmathen Pet June 22 Ord June 22 

Mupar, Witu1am Anprew, Cockington, Torquay, Butcher 
Exeter Pet June 22 Ord June 22 

Owzy, James Davin, Cardiff, Commission Agent Cardiff 
Pet June 23 Ord June 23 

Pearce, Isaac years, Horfield, Bristol Bristol Pet 
June 10 Ord June 24 

pst, 28 Josrru, Normanton Derby Pet June 25 Ord 

une 

PrumMER, » Buiyrn, Birdforth, Yorks, Farmer 
Northallerton Pet June 24 Dg June 24 

Paart, Joun Louis, Burghley rd Highgate 14, Builder 
High Court Pet June 23 Ord Ju 

Rapcuirre, Frep, Halifax, Waste Dealer Halifax Pet 
June 21 Ord June 25 

Regs, Tuomas, .-¥ ‘Birmingham, Licensed Victualler 
Aberystwith et June 22 Ord June 

Regs, Tuomas, Barth, Cardigans, Master Mariner Aber- 
ystwith Pet June 23 Ord June 23 

age s. Hampstead, Publican High Court Pet May 

June 23 

tay James Tuomas, Walkden, Lancs Salford Pet 
June 23 Ord June 23 : 

Br Jonn, Ausrey B L, Coventry st High Court Pet 
Junel Ord June 23 

Scorr, James Renting New Broad st, Financial Agent 
High Court Pet May 27 Ord Jun 

Suzwarp, Wit.1am, Sheffield, Butcher Sheffield Pet 
June 23 Ord June 23 

Suirn, Jesse, Luton, Bedford, Straw Hat Manufacturer 
Luton Pet June 23 June : 23 

Surrx, Wiit1am James, Ipswich, Builder Ipswich Pet 
June 13 Ord June 23 

Tverie, Roperr, py" Horse Dealer Wandsworth 
Pet June23 Ord Jun 

panpeneva, Srau, Mie dag Athletic Outfitter Coventry 
Pet June 23 Ord June 23 

Watters, Joun James, West Hartlepool, Tailor Sunder- 
land Pet June 24 Ord June 24 

Witsoy, Ricwanp, Jermyn st, er Victualler High 
Court Pet June1 Ord June 

Woopwarp, Jony, Sheffield, , i Sheffield Pet June 
24 Ord June 24 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Appisox, Roseat, St Ermin’s mansions July 5at12 Bank- 
ee y bldgs, ‘Carey st 
= BEDERICK Cuarues, GtGrimsby July 5at11 Off 
Rec, 15, Osborne st, Gt Gr imsby 
Bacwe tt, ee Pontycymmer, Glam, Labourer July 7 
at 11.30 Off Rec, 29, Quecn st, Cardiff 
Broom, Joun, Lingwood, Norfolk, Shopkeeper July 9 at 
11.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 
Borretr, GzorcE "Lov 18, Frome, Somerset, Licensed Vic- 
tualler July 6at 12.30 Off Ree, Baldwin st, Bristol 
Chayston, Ricuarp Remisetoy, Kirkby Lonsdale, West- 
morland, Draper July 5 at3 Off Ree, 16, Cornwallis 
st, Barrow in Furness 
Ceoucu, Tuomas, London wall, Warehouseman July 5 at 
2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Care 
Davexront, Avserat Ricnaro anes, New Cross, Kent 
July 5at1l Bankiuptey bldgs, C 
Nam, Cuaries Hitt, Gt Grimsby, ie July 5 at 
11.30 Off Ree, 15, Osborne st, t Grimsb: 
@LaxD, Tuomas Haran, Slaithwaite, nr Huddersfield, 
Willies a eae. * sag atil Off Ree, 19, John 
Bvaxs, Stayiey, Northampton, Engineer July 8 at 12 
Res, County Court bidgs, Sheep st, Northampton 
Pinuen, Tomas 11am, Brixton, Li Victualler 
Financial Agent July 5 at 


July 7 at 11 bl Cai 
Gapp, oxroousny, Harrow, heeaslal Age 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Gazstaxc, Josern Row Laxp Mg Coal Merchant 
July 8at3 Off Rec, 14, Chapel st, Preston 
Goooman, Eowanp Avsrey, Bristol, Theatre Proprietor 
July 6 at 12 Off Rec, Baldwin st, Bristol 
LMAN, JAMES Mantis, Perranarworthal, Cornwall, 
Miller July 5at 12 Off Rec, Boscawen st, Truro 
mpoTr, Enenezer HeEwry, ‘Stratford Easex, Boot 
er July 5 at 230 Bankruptcy bldgs, 
ys 
EY, Grace Litiiax, Kidderminster, Toy Dealer 
July 6 at 2.15 Spencer, Thurafield, Oxford st, Kidder. 
minster, Solicitor 
s, Stepuen, Penrith, Grocer July llat 3.30 Off 
Ree, ’3s, Fisher st, Carlisle 
MBE, Sonn Barro, Exeter, Baker July 14 at 10.30 
13, Bedford circus, Exeter 
RY, iesune Terau, Hill st, Berkeley sq, Company 
Promoter July6at12 Bankruptcy bidge, Varey st 
Horxixs, Jon, Forestfach, Glam, Undertaker July 7 at 
12.30 Off Ree, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 
Hover, Freperick, Luton, Bedford, Grocer July 7 at 
11.30 OS Bee, is, eae Bedf ord 
, CLEMENT a... ove, Sussex Bae, 5 at 3 Senior 
ith July 7 


Tacksox, es By: 
at 12. 


Kingsto: 
ss Josern, Normanton Derby Pet June 25 Ord 
Piw 


Paatr, Joun Louis, 
Cou 


Regs, [aera 
Aberystwi 

Bugee, J pwnd Taomas, Walkden, Lancs Salford Pet 
J Ord June 24 


oo 2 Joax Wii1am, Carmarthen, Ironmonger July 6 
Off Reo, 4, Queen st, Carmarthen 
ein a. Wit.1aM Hexsy, Gloucester, Builder July 
‘at 3 Off Rec, Station rd, @ 


5 
Lona, J un, Benton, Northumberland, Oil 
“Dealer aly 6 ot itso Off ec, 38, Mosley st, New- 


Mc? haty 12 ‘Tuowas Rosixson, Liverpool, Chemical Broker 


Jul ati2 Off 35, Vi verpool 
Meveae, dex Jouy, Ne . , Labourer July 
6at4 Off 4, Queen st, Chomection 


Muper, Witt1am Anprew, Cockington, Torquay, Butcher 
July 14 at 10.45 Off Ree, 13, Bedford circus, Exeter 


Ove, ouN, Penygroes, ons, Labourer July 7 at 
r 
Pea Isaac Jenxtss, Bristol July 6 at 12.45 
Off win st, 
Puen, Sea Dasceins, South Tottenham, C. 
July 7 at 3 Off Rec, 95, Temple chu 7 


Povey Hoses, Bradford, Wool Merchant July 5 at 
ll. ff Rec, 31, Manor row, Bradfo’ 

Paarr, » ¥. Louis, Burghley rd, Highgate rd, Builder 
July 7 at at 12 Bankruptcy "bags, Care 

Rarourrs Wituram Henry, Oswaldt << Sm Jaly 
5 at 2. Commercial Hotel, Church *. Accrington 

Roots 18, Hampstead, Publican July 6 at 11 Bank. 


ruptey b 

Rvsutoy, James ae" noe As, Walkdea, Lancs July 6at 230 

Off Rec, Byrom et, Manchester 

rs ABEL, 4 Grocer July 5at12 Off Rec, 

40, St Mary’s 

Tarseper, Jou 

v = OW a Die h, Baker Jul 
er ILLIAM oth er 22 

rd, Peterboro ugh . 


at 1.30 w Cow New 
Waitrneap, Law Courts, New rd, eet bdriver » ll atill 
Off Townhall bs or 


Erman, "trae, Nurseryman July 6 at 


wee OHN, Carrier July 
Off Ree, 4, cone st, Carmarthen 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
Bonp, Samve. Mavacat, Acock’ oom, © Incor- 
— Accountant Birming Pet June June “ Ord 


une 2 
Buck, Somes, and Rosamunp Buck, Kirby Bellars, Lei- 
cester Leicester Pet May 24 Ord June 21 


Coopr, Pair, Buckfastleigh, Tailor Plymouth Pet 
June 24 Ord June 24 
Cox, Josep, Fosdyke, Linzs, Miller Boston Pet June 2 


Ord June 23 

Croucn, Tuomas, London wall, Warehouseman High 

Court Pet June 24 Ord June 24 

Davenport, Atpert Ricuarp Jamuzs, New Cross, Kent 

High Court Pet June 24 Ord June 24 

Davipson, Ropert, Swansea, Tailor Swansea Pet June 
23 Ord June 23 

Evans, Aszanam Lioyp, Brsncethin, nr Bridgend, Political 

t Cardiff Pet June9 Od June 23 

Farmer, Tuoxas Witttam, Brixton, Licensed Victualler 

igh Court Pet May 19 Ord June 

Furnace, Joun Axtuony, Keswick, Cumberland, Lapidary 

Cockermouth Pet May 25 Ord June 23 

Great, Atrrep Henny, Bournemouth, Tailor’s Assistant 

Poole Pet June 24 Ord June 24 

Greve, AL7RED Lano, Wardrobe chambers, Stock Dealer 

High Court Pet April19 Ord June 24 

oe Gissox, Cumber'and, Innkeeper 

c@) 

mi... AAakoy, Bradford, Coal Dealer Bradford Pet 

June 23 Ord June 23 

Hearp, Jous, = 7 Carpenter Plymouth Pet 

June 22 Ord June 

Hawertt, Joseru +e Deal. eat Confectioner 

Canterbury Pet June 23 Ord 

Hopason, Souzaae, Penrith, Grocer “Carlisle Pet Jane 23 

Ord June 23 

Horcomos, Joun Barro, Exeter, Baker Exeter Pet June 

23 Ord June 23 

Howes, Arravur, Norwich, Boot Manufacturer Norwich 

Pet June 21 Ord June 25 

Jacxsoy, Ricnarp, Wheldrake, Yorks, Blacksmith York 


Gaaeens 
liste 


a —* Wastge, cite, Battie Sheffield Pet 
Surin, Jesse, Laton, Straw Hat Manufacturer Laton 


Lanes, Licensed Victualler 
Pet March 16 Ord June 23 
Tvatce, Hoven, Deltona, | Horse Dealer Wandsworth 
Pet June Ord June 
Wa sanove, Bias, Warwick{Athletic Outfitter Coventry 
Pet June 23 Ord June 


Warr , 44 7 pe West Hartlepool, Tailor Sunder- 
land "Pet June 


bag ay 
Wis0nx, Jauns y tA Raat ‘Dulwich, Builder High 
Court Pet 





Feb1 "Ord Jane 3 
Woopwanp, Jony, Sheffield, Joiner Sheffield Pet June 24 
Ord June 24 
is SALE, a Quarry; concern ; 
area small rental; lucrative con- 
cat be cbuained reasonable pre well suited for @ 
pa Ry need - nicate re- 
commu! 

particulars, &c.—Box oT, c/o 8. H. Benson’s 

Ad Offices, 100, E.C. 





CCOUNTANTS, and 
ee - oe poeeytene Bo be tab S bane 
site, tit, umeryas Suits of light Oe, with uve of hydra 
—. Laya, & Cos Branch Office, Lonsdale-chambers, 
27, Chancery-lane, where plans can be seen. 


Bees. BUILDINGS, Chancery-] 
Henao, & be re ¢ buil 
itt) Suites of light Offices 


Apply to to eae ca. downs Lave, & 


can be seen. 


ONSDALE-CHAMBERS, 27, Chancery- 


W.C.—To Solici' Accountan’ ant Cees. 
lane, 'o one, J its, 


—To be Let, emennes Se | of Offices at very 
rents ; hy draulic D. apn oJ to Messe. pony 
Estate Office premises. 


Laxo, & Co., at set 
(yoseors FIRE AND LIFE ASSUR- 
COMPANY (LIMITED). 


Head Office—11, Lombard-street, London, E.C. 
Law Courts Branch —21, Fleet-street, E.C. 
Established 1821. Subscribed Capita’, £2,000,000, 


Cuammman—Joun Pavsen, ies 
Deruty-Cuaremax—Hon. Evetrs UBBARD, MP. 


Fire Policies which expire st MIDSUMMER, should be 
renewed at the Offices of of the y, or with the Agents, 
on or belenn the Sih Gay of SUES. a 

Manager of e-s.2. Retrox, 


TREATMENT OF (NEBRIETY. 


DALRYMPLE HOME 


5 te SOLICETORS, A 





a 

ita, 

pal (with 

Co 
lane, W. 


ee 4 








TREATMENT of INEBRIETY : and and ABUSE of DRUGS. 


HIGH SHOT HOUSE, 


8T. MARGARET'S, TWICKENHAM, 





Laurence, Witiiam_ Josern, West Hartlepool, Joiner 
Sunderland Pet June 23 Ord June 23 

Lewis, Jous, Aberdare, Glam, Tailor Aberdare Pet June 
24 Ord June24 


Pet June 22 Ord June 22 Acts vately. ‘Terms, 
James, Georar, Canton, Cardiff, Contractor Cardiff Pet For Gentlemen under fe Se as - - i 
dey i + a Grocer Wandsworth Pet Apply to Medical t, 
r ‘a 
vonjune 20 Ord une 3 ; a a . P. BROMHEAD, B.A., M.B. (Camb.), M.B.O.8. (Eng.) 
Joxes, youn WiLL1aM, Carmarthen, mmonger Carmuar- 
then Pet June2i1 Ord June 2 INEBRIETY. 


MELBOURNE HOUSE, LEICESTER. 


PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES. 








Muver, Wii.11am Anprew, Cockington, Torquay, Butcher 
Exeter Pet June 22 Ord June 3 t 
1 ar gs Pe, Bristol, Oilman Bristol 
NicHoas, Bist tend East Moiesey, Surrey, Clerk 
m, Surrey PetJune 21 Ord June 24 
une 25 
Tuomas Buyra, Birdforth, Toon, Farmer 
Northallerton Pet June 24 ona une 24 Sod, Beller 
t Pet June 23 Ord June 
Halifax, W: 
Korth, Cardigans, Master Mariner 
Pet June 21 Ord June23 


To Bor Mei beee. Bence, Corporation of 1 


Masoy, Antuur Wittiam, Lowestoft, Smackowner Gt Attendant : omas. J. BOND, F.R.O.8. Eng., 
Yarmouth Pet June 23 Ord June 23 L.B.C.P. Lond. Hl. M. RILEY, Asscc. Soc. 

Meapowgnort,, Acxes, Lancaster Preston Pet May 10 of b> ; years’ Experience. Excell 
Ord June 23 and Medical References. For terms and particulars 

Mus, oven, Bethenta, Drug Dealer Bangor Pet June y Miss RILEY, or the 
25 une 2. 

M , Joun, Newcharch, Carmarthens, Labourer Car- 

— a “June 22 Ord June 22 EDE AND SON, 


ROBE Ad macezs. 


ye ree aera 

Chancellor, the Whole of tLe 

ee Sho te. 

ROBES FOR QUEEN’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 
omenisree | GOWNS. sii 

and Gowns for Registrars, 

tT tants af the Peaah. 


Corporation Robes, Universityand Clergy Gowns. 








Ree, 24, Railway Wilbert, 
+ July 7 at 


Pence" Wine 
Off Ree, 46, 


a Bonn Jony, Bikenbcad, Machine Dealer ‘at 


6 Ord June 23 


06, ORANCERY LANE, LONDON, 








ee 





624 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. — 








HIGHBURY-HILL. 

For Occupation or Investment.—In a noted healthy 
situation on high ground, close to and overlooking High- 
bury-fields, within easy reach of Highbury and Islington 
Station on the N.L.R. and of excellent omnibus and tram 
service to the City and West-end. 

= 61 years’ Lease, ata ground-rent of £21 per annum, 

e exceptionally well-built detached Family 
Residence No. 26, Highbury-hill, standing in pretty 
yunds of about quatter of an acre, the garden of which 

8 walled in, and comprises large lawn, with flower beds 
and borders, and having apple, pear, greengage, and 
other fruit trees; also conservatory and vinery, three- 

span roof greenhouses, &e. 

The house contains six bedrooms, bath room with fitted 
bath ene and c. supply), three reception rooms, and 
capital offi 

J A, LUMLEY & CO., Lumley House, 

e 34, St. James’s-street, L ondon, have been instructed 
by the owner to offer the above PROPERTY at the MART, 

Tokenhcuse- “y E.C., on TUESDAY, JULY 12 NEXT, 

at TWO o'clock precisely (unless previous'y disposed of 

privately). 

Particulars and conditions of sale at the offices of Messrs. 
Druces & Attlee, Solicitors, 10, Billiter-square, E.C.; and 
of the Auctioneers, Messrs. J. < Lumley & Co., Lumley 
Heuse, 3, St. James’ s-street, London, 8. Ww. 

FOR IN VES IMENT OR OC CUPATION. 

ALSO FORMING ATTRACTIVE BUILDING SITES. 

WEST MOLESEY, SURREY. 

About one and a-half mile from Hampton Court Station, 
within easy reach of Hurst-park, Esher, Kingston-on- 

ames, near the river, the delightfully-attractive Free- 

hold Residence, known as Mole Lodge, comprising a 

charming old cistellated mansion, in perfect order, the 

interior decorations being of the most artistic and costly 
character, affording ample accommodation for a family ; 
excellent stabling for 15 horses, coach- house, coachman’s 

— and gardene1’s cottage, richly-timbered grounds 

co natural beauty, covering an area of 12} acres, 
uding ornamenta! gardens, lawns, meadows, a 
adorned with magnificent old forest trees, presenting 
pretty park-like appearance, fish ponds and fountains, 
productive kitchen gardens, and range of glasshouses, 
poultry-yard, and farm buildings. 

There are several capital building sit«s, with frontages to 
the main road, suitable for erecting first-class residences, 
without interfering with or depreciating the present 


ouse 
A. LUMLEY & CO., Lumley House, 34, 

e St. James’s-street, London, have been favoured with 
instructions from the owner to OFFER by AUCTION the 
above PROPERTY, — MART, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C., 
on WEDNESDAY, JULY 27 NEXT, at ONE o’clock 
precisely (unless previously disposed of privately). 

Particulars and conditions of tale, when ready, of Messrs. 

Murray, Hutchings, Stirling, & Murray, Solicitors, 11, 
Birchin-lane, E.C. ; and of the Auctioneers, Lumley House, 
34, St. James’s-street, 8.W. 


ESSRS. H. GROGAN & CO., 101, Park- 
street, Grosvenor-square, beg to call the attention of 
intending Purchasers to the many attractive West-End 
Houses which they have for Sale. Particulars on applica- 
tien. Surveys and Valuations attended to. 


LONSDALE PRINTING WORKS, 


LONSDALE BUILDINGS, 27, CHANCERY LANE. 





ALEXANDER & SHEPHEARD, 
PRINTERS and PUBLISHERS. 
BOOKS, PAMPHLETS, MAGAZINES. 
NEWSPAPERS & PERIODICALS. 
And all General and Commercial Work. 
Every description of Printing—large or small, 
Printerr of THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL, Newspaper. 


Authors advised with as to Printing and Publishing. 
Estimates and all information furnished, 


Contracts entered into. 


BRAND & CO’S 
SPECIALTIES 
For INVALIDS. 


ESSENCE OF BEEF, 
BEEF TEA, 
MEAT JUICE, dc. 


Prepared from tinest ENGLISH MEATS 
Of ali Chemists and Grocers. 


BRAND & CO., LTD., MAYFAIR, W., & MAYFAIR 
WORKS, VAUXHALL, LONDON, 8.W. 








By order of Taint, —LYNDHURST, SOUTH HA: HANTS, in 


from Lyndhurst-road and Brockenhurst Stations, seven 
miles from Lymington, 10 miles from the pees 
port of Southampton, and 19 from the favourite 


important Freehold Estate known as Foxlease-park, 
situate in a_popular residential district, comprising & 
comfortable Mansion, standing in a finely-timbered and 
lovely park, approached by carriage-drives with two 
entrance lodges. It contains outer and inner halls, five 
reception, 11 best bed and dressing rooms, six servants’ 
bedrooms, five attics, and store room, ample domestic 
offices, and is surrounded by picturesque and secluded 
pleasure grounds and gardens, commanding delightful 
views of the park, productive walled-in kitchen garden, 
a@ gardener’s cottage, mient stabling 

for eight horses, small Fn 
dower residence known as en-house, containing 
three reception and eight bedrooms, and usual domestic 





as Angell’s Farm. The whole comprising 130 acres of 
rich park land. Good hunting, shooting, and fishing 
are enjoyed, while there are capital golf links at Bolton’s 
Bench and a Roman Catholic chapel in the town. The 
estate is bounded on two sides by roads, thus 
affording exceptional facilities for dividing the property 
- jr plots, for which there is a very great 


TESSRS. BEADEL, WOOD, & CO. are 
instructed to SELL by AUCTION, at the MART, 
Tokenhouse-yard, London, E.C., on 
the 7th of JULY, 1898, ‘at TWO o'clock precisely, the 
above attractive PROPERTY. 

Particulars, with plans and conditions of sale, may be 
obtained of Messrs. Dimond & Son, Solicitors, 95, Wimpole- 
street, W.; of Mr. R. Ras Land Agent, Bishop’s 
Waltham and Southampton, Hants; at the Mart; and, 
with orders to view, of +, Beadel, Wood, & Co., 97, 
Gresham-street, London, E.C. 


: WEST KENSINGTON. 
J. W. SIBLEY, 


AUCTIONEER, ESTATE AGENT, VALUER, 
RECEIVER BY APPOINTMENT. 


Tue Cepars Estate Orrice, (opposite) West Kensinaton 
TATION, W. 
Rents Collected, Estates Manajed, Valuations, Su: veys. 
Mr. J. W. Sibley has a large Estate Agency, and give 
special attention to this branch of the Business. 
References to Principals and Bankers. 








JOHN GERMAN, SON, & BEVEN, 


69 and 60, CHANCERY LANE, W.C, 
Country Offices : 
AsnBy-pE-LA-Zoucn, LEICESTERSHIBE. 

CuartTLey, STAFFORDSHIRE, 
WI.ues_ey, DerBysHIRE. 
Kixaston, Norrs. 
Telegraphic tim ** Oogitate, London.” 





rOULes, HORSEY, SONS, & CASSELL, 
11, BILLITER SQUARE, LONDON, EC. 
Established 1907. - 
AUCTIONEERS, VALUERS, AND SURVEYORS 


oF 
MILLS AND MANUFACTORIES, 
PLANT AND MACHINERY 
WHARVES AND WAREHOUSES 
Telegraphic Ad@ress—“ Futter, Horsey, Lonpoy. 





SURVEYS for SANITATION, MORTGAGE, and 
DILAPIDATIONS. VALUATIONS fur PROBATE, 
TRANSEER, and other purpeses. 


Avcrtion Sates or Estates, Hovusgs, Furniture, &c, 
Terms on application. 


ROBT. W. MANN & SON, F.S.IL., 
12, LOWER GROSVENOR-PLACE, 
(ar Victoria Station), 


And at + Lownles-sirest. 


AUCTION SALES. 
| gee: FIELD & SONS’ AUCTIONS 
take place MONTHLY, at the MART, and include 
every , description of House Property. Printed terms can 
| be had on application at their Offices. Messrs. Field & 
Sons undertake surveys of all kinds, and give special 
attention to Rating and Compeusation Claims. Officer, 
| 4. saat High-s‘treet, and 52, Chancery-lane, W.C. 








a charming district of the New Forest, about three miles | 


seaside resort of Bournemouth.—A very valuable and | 


Near the mansion is the | 


offices ; two cottages, and a set of farm buildings known | 


HURSDAY NEXT, | 


_ July 2, 1898. 


By order of the Directors. 
The Brentford Gas Company, 
£15,000 of New Stock, 1881. 





Ranking for a standard a agg of 7 per cent. per annum, 


subject to the sliding » 
stock having been at the rate of $79 cent. 
R. ALFRED RICHARDS will SELL 
above by AUCTION, at the MART, Tokenh 
yard, E.C., on MONDAY, JULY 18, at "TWO ny 
precisely, i in Lots. 
Particulars may be obtained of the Secretary of 
Company, at the Seer Brentford : and of the Auctioneer, — 
18, Finsbury-circus, 


eS 


cale, the last dividend on similay 


tia 


By Order of Trustees. 
PONDERS END and ENFIELD HIGHWAY, 
Very Valuable Freehold Estate, LAND (per upwards 
of 112 ACRES of BUILDING L. (part containing 
excellent Brick 
The Estate possesses important froniage to the maig 
London Road, also tv Southbury-road, Lincoln-road, and 


South-street. Portions of the property are intersected 
by the Cheshunt Branch Line of the G.E.R., with station © 


aa 


at Churchbury, while the eastern portion is close tg 
Ponders-end Station. In addition to its buildin, 
a large area of the land contains superior bric 
of considerable depths, with exceptional facilities for 
working and ca 

= FREEHOLD BUSINESS PREMISES, 

Known as Cotwells, po hed a commanding position at ~ 
the junction of Bouth -road with the i h 
and noemne sesldentn, outbuildings, a) 
ona. and cottage. 

‘HE FREEHOLD HOUSE and PREMISES, 

The shee. South-street, a capital house, stabling, 
outbuildings, large garden and orchard, with valu 
frontages to South-street and Falcon- road. 

29 FREEHOLD COTTAGES 
in South-street. let to weekly tenants, 
34 ACRES FREEHOLD LAND 

Near to Ponders-end Lock, intersected by the Le Valleys 
road, adjacent to the River Lee Navigation, and 
sing ccnsiderable value for wharf or factory SELL the 


R. Pecan aye 4 RICHARDS will SELL 
TUESDAY, JU JLY 19, 1898, at TWO o’clock, in Lota. 





Particulars, with plan and conditions of sale, 


C.; and of the Anctioneer, 


| High-road, Tottenham, and 18, Fiusbury-circus, E C, 


LAND AGENTS, SURVEYORS & AUCTIONEERS, | 


| 


Fs 


by AUCTION, at the MART, E.C., ag” 


obtained of Messrs. Sew t & Son, Bolicitors, ee 
| Lincoln’s-inn-fields, W 





—e 


MORTGAGES 
ON MANSIONS AND FLAT 


a Sums awaiting Investment, also on Freehold 
Leasehold Properties, Large Estates or Farms. 
Freehold Ground-rents Wanted. Principals placed in 
| direct communication with clients. 


GIB3SON’S AUCTION AND ESTATE OFFICE, 


22, Kina-steget, Sr. Jaurs’, Lonvoy, 8.W. (Tel 


KNIGHT, FRANK, & RUTLEY, 


&.w. 
Telephone, ‘“‘ Westminster 40.”’ | 


5527 Gerrard); Hertrorpsnuirze Orrices, St. ALB. 
(Telephone No. 4) ; and Harpenpen. 


FOR SALES AND VALUATIONS. 


THE 


BETWEEN REGENT-STREET AND BOND-STREET. 


| 
| 


| 
| 
| 
| 


Open daily for reception of 


FURNITURE, JEWELS, PLATE, PIC 


and all Classes of Valuable Property intended for ~ : 


Sale by Auction. 
VALUATIONS for ESTATE DUTT & DILAPIDATIC 


9, CONDUIT STREET & 234, MADDOX STREET, | 


‘Valuat 


FOR THE 





ONDS, PE AR I Ss. 
GOLD JEWELLERY, 
PLATE MEDA 


PROFESSIO 


PROBATE, &6 
PROMPTITU 
Low c 


+ LEGAL #” 


CONDUIT ST. AUCTION GALLERIBS, 


a Laci yp 


Be 


nee erie 3 ee 








